





;^.- vV 

^ -i- .-^% Vi— 4—.*-^ 

' •" .-‘ to V tot*^ -J - f 

■ .. ' ,> /*. I 
i *' *'^.' 

■ •• ■ ■ f 

•-" -'■■ — ^ 

‘ ■■■■'■ .. i: 

t 

i. 

f- 

^ ;; h 
f ■ ^ 

.' „■ ft 

. ' fr ' 

: ?-'• 

• - 

.. ' h 




!:; . J . 


I ;.i3* t 

! 

t • 


I 


j'f r - f 

i*' ‘ '*<•' 

« 

f • ■ 

M : 

r ! 

1 7 1 r i ■ 

t ; > 

I ' •■ f 

: I 

\ -.\ 

t. - i 


> * 



O 


1351 


!;,. . <> ,■ «- 

Formif Foreign Offici 


V 






-v- - 




7 NOVEMBER 1935 


Offiddi^4>lHippearanci 15S2 


- [Mr, TomkeyJ - ^ 
securin'. Wc know wrhat happcned in 0)C 
Ctse of Burden and Maclean, 1 uVe the 
view that neither of these men should 
ever have been employed in the Foreign 
Office ID sicvi* of the reports which were 
forthcoming about iheir conduct; I have 
inquired into this matter very carefully 
and have read much about It, and it seems 
to me that what was known about both 
Burgess and Macicaa w'ss more than 
enough lo justify, not the penalty of re- 
iig nation, buttbe penalty of Iheir expulsion 
before they had held their posts for even 
a year. Maclcan*s habit of getting habi*' 
lually drunk and of letting off sieam in 
pubs and clubs are things which should 
pot have been tolerated for one moment 
They would not have been tolerated in 
some pubs and clubs that I have known. 
MaCiean would quickly have bcea put 

In bis plaOCp ^ .//j r^ 

This country is faced with the responsi- 
bility of looking again at the melbod of 
refitment to the Foreign Service from 
this numerically small circle of people 
coming from the public schools. From 
my flight contact with the foreign embas- 
sies, 1 cannot say from whence the dif-^ 
ferent secretaries have come or to what ^ 
kind 0 t school they went, and neither do 
1 know what son of background they 
had ; but to my way of thinking there 
is something wrong with our great public 
schools. For instance, I cannot under* 
stand why they do not send more men 
into the scientific industrial professions 
where they are so badly ceedea k**' 

When these boys have gone through 
the schools and the universities, having 
received a good education in the arts and 
^aces, and iheD look round for soote- 
thing to do, do they qualify by virlut of 
examinations for the Ovi] Service or the 
Foreign Serwe? Do they qualify on the 
basis of a desire to maVe a career ; be- 
cause of an impetus within themselves 
td- -do- aometbing food - for the 
country? Do they wish to make 
a career for themselves,' or do 


are substantiated, there It something seri- 
ously^ wrong with our metbou of 
selection, recnillment. entry, promotion 
and general directioa. 1 beard the 
Foreign Secretary, wlien discussing 
security arrangements, refer lo reports 
from the ambassador downwards about 
his stall. Today the world is so locked ' 
in the conflict of a cold war that even i 
possible contingency has to be covered. ‘ 
w'ho invcstigaies the lop man in the firtt i 
place, or is he never investigated? ' t . i 

■ It is all v^- well saying, as hzi b«B ' 
said today, that our liberty Is a j»e> 
cious thing which we must not discard 
when making sure that our freedom i| 
not destroyed. But, in a world where 
such forces are rang^ against us, can we 
seriously depend on our archaic laws ji 
deciding whether or not we shall arrestor 
interrogate a person on suspicion? , Does • 
that _ position hold good is moderh 
politics and in the atmosphere ct a cold 
war as we know it? " *' - 

History can teach u$ some sharp and 
potent l^sons about what has been going 
on in international modern politics tince 
1939. The United Stales have heto men- 
tioned several times in this debate. Let 
US take the case of Algar Hiss. He was 
/ first brought to the noUce of President 
Roosevelt in 1939 by Adolph Berk, and 
at that lime President Roosevdt poob- 
poohed the idea and said that h was im- 
possible. The activities of Algar Hiss 
were further brought to the ooCioe of 
President Truman and the aaroe thing 
happened. But who or what was Algar 
Hiss? He w'as one of the First 
taries in the American State DepaitmedL 

Uhen *wc‘ ' realise what' tremendous' 
power these people can wield, wheti we' ' 
remember what happened at Yalta and 
how it affected the politics of Europe aod 
elsewhere, especially the United States 
and Britain, when we remember the 
penalties that Yalta imposed on the- 
lOTcign policies of the Western world, and 
when we realise that behind PresidecU' 
Roosevelt sat Algar Hiss— a self-confessed 


ib^ qualify -because -they want perjurer and Soriet espionage agent — that 

^ing lo do? If after they are trained ^ is a very sobering thought 
ID the skiffs and arts and graces, th^/ 
enter the service for the sake of som^' 
thing lo do, the country has no use for 
them, because inevitably th^ w3l fail 
in whatever job they take on.'-’-' -”'— * • 

If the accusations made by my lioD. 

Friend the Member for Coventry, East 
II D e 


W^V w,vf uvw VW9IIV V1»J 111 miB 

couniry. But, id defence of our libertia 
and our people, we have the right lo adc 
for an inquiry into the Foreign Office and 
our security services and uie way they 
work. 1 do not think we can depend any 
longer upon the established Q^stem and . 
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loquiries may Iiave bc<D conducted by | he would have to get permisuon from 
jr security senices. Inquiries may have \ the Party in order to make »ure that be 
{been conducted by the F.B.L in the 


he mclhodi we have known. One can 

{ back to 1951. when the Burgess and 
Maclean case first broke, • period of 
ahree or four years when the matter was 
joned down. 'Nothing was -heard about 
it until the Petrov trial in Australia, and 
tone begins to wonder why this matter was 
fcot dealt with in the meantime. «t' »> -. . 

Sour 
jO 

United States. Although the advice of 
Adolph Berlc was not taken, they may- 
;have been going oo. But it was the Petrov 
trial which brought the Burgess and 
Maclean case to (he light of day, and let 
no bon. Member imagine that Petrov was 
not a brave man. The Soviet espionage 
^siem does not forget iu enemies. The 
clearest example I can give to the House 
is that c( (DC murder of Trotsky in 
Mexico. After fifteen years of patient 
wailing cm their part a mansen*ant in his 
bouse, an employee of the Soviet 
espionage ^stem, took t pickaxe and 
murderM Trotsky., i . v . 

Other murders' have taken ' place 
throughout Europe, because we are 
dealing with a Government which does 
not recognise the sanctity of human life 
or the human soul, a Government which 
has condemned people to death, not bjr 
hundreds but by millions, a Government 
which has for^ through policies that 
have resulted in (he death of millions. 
That is the kind of thing with which we 
are faced in the world today. That is why 
I cannot speak too strongly in condemna- 
tion of the Foreign Omce and their 
handling of this matter, . r.-'.’-rn. . 

thlioever is covering up whom and on 
what pretext, whether Mcause of the 
memb^ship of a circle or a club, or 
because of good fellowship or whatever 
b may be. they roust think again and 
think quickly. Make no mistake about 
h, the Soviet protects those it values. 
Although my right hon. Friend the Mem- 
ber for t^wisham. South (Mr. H. 
Morrison) read out a letter from a friend 
I of his who dined with Burgess and 
I Maclean (he night before they escaped 
I and who at (hat time had no idea, ntv 
" was he given any idea, that Maclean was 
going to' escape, this escape had been 
engineered for at least a month in 
advance. If a man who is valuable to 
tte Soviet services might talk and give 

II DJ - •' .. 
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people away, be is taken care of and ; 
got out of the country. This thing did^ ^ 
not just happen in a day. That is whew 
our security services were wr<rog. 
escape must have taken at least a montli^ ' 
to organise. i ■ v . r • v-r* ; 


Mr. Daincs: Surely my bon. Friend 
would aerce that before Maclean went 






would gain entry into Czechoslovakia or- 
Russia? ^ i M 

- * ... - V-** - V'*“* ^ — 

Mr. Toihnej i That is right ; ab the. 

pe was not organised overnight It. 
ust have been organised one or two 
mbs in advance. - . - . " " 

' t have teen tbe same pattern repealed 
alt over the world. I was iu Japan with 
the bon. Member for Farnham (Mn 
Nicholson) at this time last year.'- We 
saw 1 strike of municipal employees. 
watched them march along the streets, 
and I saw (he same technique used there, 
as in Western capitals^be cheer leaders;, 
the coaches going along ; tbe loudspe^sr 
vans; the band at the assembly point j 
(he full battery of loudspeakers ; tbe flap 
and bunting. I have known of the. 
valuable work done by labour attachd* 

In that part of the world because tbqr 
understand the forces at woflc.;^. vi- 

- The labour attaches, introduced'!^ 
the late Mr. Ernest Bevln. were probably 
the last and best innovation of tiie- 
Foreign^fTice reform in 1947. I sboul^ 
like to see them established in all our 
embassies. If we are to have a balanced 
view about the forces with which we must, 
oonlend, it is essential that we consider' 
statements of persons who know 
point of view of the man'in-the-street^. . 
Otherwise we shall not obtain a proptf 
assessment of wbal is going on. In my 
view, it is absolutely essential that the 
Foreign OOice consider this. It should 
Mtablish labour attaches in ev^ capitdT 
That is an urgent and absolute neces^' 
sity ; not just in order to study labour , 
problems or give advice about industrial 
problems, but in order to keep a tnatior^ . 
of-facl workaday eye on the world at 

('■'’V . .V. v'j WU'..';? T'rJtf 

1 now want to say a word or two about 
Burgess and Maclean and their conduct 
in the Foreign OGTice. I am not going 
to take pan in any witch-hunting, but I 
will give .the Under-Secretaiy. if he 

• ij f! 








--f.-,;*’ . -i.t. 


I- 

- 

t"- - 



7 


I 






h'v 


% ' 
t 


I ■ ■ 

I 

~ « 
t 

i 

|V-.- 


1 ' fc ::::: : j. 

W * : i 

* X 

tf -ii 
* 

'•r-' - 

■-•-■ irT ! r: '-i! *■ 


V'-A-A- 




- X£: 


Al-* *• »*’'■*- 


r 


!■ -V 

t ■■ 

% 

Tr 


i:-r- *-' 
*■ 

f . 

jf ^. - - 

f.. 

;J£ ■■■-'■■ 

..“ - r , 

*■ ''' 


f - ' \ ■ 3 ^ 

» ■■>■ i t j' *! — 

#.. t. » i. . . ;i. - 

i f t - »•- .- 

^ - t i J 

j.. - 1 - ■ r? . - 

i'.iii t • • -4^ 


It 

h- ■ 


71. 



* 

^ i 



■* I 

S ‘ Vyr 


. ‘ 



■ ■ • 

' ■ 


<- 




lTv>W 

i 

-1 . . 


-- 

-'w ^ 

( 

i 

t 

■ « A- 

■» » 


z.^ 

h 

k 

■:V 


<- 

r : 


r 

.-fp : 



.. h : 


S; 

P'T/S 

r'l ^:^-|f■ •=s--’' ■ 'i&^.,-'rm 

I » • rc‘ ^ 

- A . X-- - 

ifK V - ^ 




!V^ -^- - 

t •. * " -Z '■ >> 



l55J 'Former ^Zrign Offiti 


ro* r4i 


Q 


jp 


tMr TomkeyJ - ^ 

tc« me pivately, fhe fiamet and «ourcei 
Inhere 1 ^o( my informatioa. My ftrsl 
ouestiott ts this; b it or is it not the fact 
that* M the firn day when Maclean 
entered the Foreign Office, he declared 
lo a colleague that he was a member of 
the Communist Party? My second ques* 
tioD is tbb: why have M.I.5 not yet inter* 
viewed members of the Washington staff 
of the Foreign Office who were dirccily 
associated with Burgess and Maclean? 
Wliy have they not been interviewed? 
[An Hon. Membei: “And griUed.^ 

The third point, and on thb I am 
prepared u> give names and dates if 
necessary, b that I have always laien fhe 
view’ that a secret service should be abt^ 
lutely secret and that most of its members 
should not be Inowo lo each olber. To 
' be successful, h has io work in an atiDO- 
sphcrc of great secrecy. 1 do not know, 
and (he public at large do not know% how 
the members of M J .5 arc rccru ited, 
whether they arc more military or more 
intcTIrficnce, whether they arc cx-poIicc* 
men Of retired generals, but tf they art, 
it will D<n do. - — ' — - " 

In the circumstances of the ideologic 
W’ar with which we are now dealing, we 
want a new type of man, the type of man 
who ^11 n d erst a nds the princij^es ' and 
ideology of Marxism, a man who can 
interpret and read the minds of the men 
with whom be has to dcaL, tXTien Pclrov 
finally defected, the man with him was 
a member of the Australian Secret Ser- 
vice, who had worked for two years to 
8 « the desired result™and got iL That 
Is W'hy I want to know more about M.U, 

• I lake the view that this service would be 
bettCT vested in a special branch or super- 
special hraneb of Scotland Yard. 1 cannot 
for the life of me see bow any Departs 
tr.ent in ^liltehall can use its ow’ii security 
forces which arc attached lo each par- 
•tkular Department li tt lanlamoum to 

iaying fhat each atomic plant in ibis 

counuT shall have one security man io 

each department. a1Iy>erbaDS confficiing. 
all having different friendships and loyal- 
ties. I take the view that this job should 
be a professional job, that the pay and 
pensions should be adequate, and that the 
staff should be recruit^ trom best 
type of man available, * '■’ V/' i 

* This Service b supposed to'be secret. 
1 travelled back from Thailand last year 
by air. and we bad to stay in Rome over- 
lugbL On the same plane was t man 

If os 
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who had been to China, 
manager 


luippearattee |55f . 

He Wat die 
general manager In London of a large 
mercanine and commercial bank. 1 1 uk>« 
Doihinc at all about mercantile and com> 
merciaT banking. l>ut I stnidc op aa 
acquaintance with him and I had a loo| 
talk with him while flying half-waj 
across the world. ^^Tien we stayed ia 
Rome, at the breakfast table next morn** 
ine. he said ** The man at tbe next table 
isld.i J." •* How on earth do you knw7* 

I asked., ^“Because he (old . jdc, 7 
rcplie^ ..jrj; tr\KA,l. 

If Qiat 'is so— and ibis inforinalkMi cai 
be checked, because the details of (he 
flight can be checked — it is stupid polia 
folly. Let us make no mistake abwt k. 
Our military deslirn is tied op «itk 
NA.T.O 4 and the united Stales is Ite 
strongest and most permanent member of 

A T *n__ n j m «_ -• 

^,rL.j.vr, . inc l^urgrst . UJU fvisoicxa 

bsue has made a tremendous impact oa 
the United States tecurit)’ service. Unlctt 
wc are prepared to pul our bouse in muck 
better order thaa b envisaged by the 
Foreign Sccreuo*. I am afraid ihai out 
lourney from now' on^wlll not be ytxj 

vU*or:^i\'Tw 

6S5 p,ilL ^ " f:v^. r}'x *• ' 

hlr, Peter RawIInson (Epsoni)f I have 
been chieffy impressed in this debate 
apart from the length of (he speeches, ty 
the loyaHty, which I have always heard i 
and read about previously, of polhica! 
chiefs to the Sen'ice they rcprcscnl or die 
Department to which they are responsible 
Tbe loyalty’ which (hey have ahowa. . 
tributes to whidi 1 have listened Co hen 
today for the first time, has impressed me; 
although I well appreciate the cemstrto-' 
tionat position ot the Mintster , who ir - 
responsible for the Depanmcnt..-,V;,: 

^ Am j ^ ^ .-w •»-*" 

, I have wondered sometunes if sofoe flf 
the rot^e junttv civil servants — not die 
beads of Dcpartmenls. with whom I bavg 
00 acquaintance whatsoever--who make ^ 
criticisms of (heir political chiefs sboul^ . 
not somelimes take a lesson from tbotf 
political chieb who have to .stand bea 

and answer lor some of their misdoings 
No one in (his House desires that 
should be any witch-bunting ,in (hk^ 

Am kfi,* lu. 

«xa9 MIJW VJ UMigf 

speakers, no one supj^ris the, kind 
;Q'sfem which is found tn other couotrib» 
under which individuals can be ^harried 
and bullied by commitices set up ^ 
investigate their behaviour ; but the raua- i 
fications of a conspiracy are extremdif 
« 


1’ 
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difficult to trace. They miglit raoge 
throughout the whole body politic* *».*-, . 

Therefore, there mutt be a fufficieot 
sensible and ptopci investigatioo into the 
baclt ground of those persons who have 
undertaken the GoveraiDeDt*! service. 

There must be— and 1 was flad to thear 
the Foreign Seaetary say so— these poti- 
live checks, but I wonder whether, in the 
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Mr, Rawlinson ; My point if that, in 
these circumstances, the ports should have 
been watched. If it was thought that 
these people might flee, if they were 
known to have had some associalioii* 
these steps should have been lakeo. 

'• Mr. Dabeti Would not the hod.' 
Gentleman agree that, as the inierrogaiioo 
had been ordered by the Foreign Secre>' 


positive checks that are now made, when taiy. even the fact cf applying for a week- 
inquiries are made about certain people, end | — ^ 


answers in writing are ohuined, or 
whether they are purely oral. That is 
something which. I feel sure, would add 
further to the investigations which must 
be made into a , person's background. : 

- We cannot escape the obvious condu* 
Sion that this is a story of incompetence. 
The law has been meotiorted on several 
occasions, and b has been stated that 
there u no law 1^' which these pet^le 
could have been prevented from leaving 
the couhtry. It was said by the bon. 
Member for Coventiy, East (Mr. Oots* 
man) that there was no law to prevent 
them leaving the ports. Why was there 
no guard on the ports? Is it really 
seriously suggested, if somebody bad been 

! ;uard)Dg the ports, bad been looking out 
or these pwple and had been warned 
that they might take it into their heads 
to try to escape, that when they arrived 
at SoulbampioD to board the oacket for 
St. Malo and were approached fay a 
security officer and asked their business, 
they would have been able to march on 
board and sail away to St. Malo, having 
informed the security officer that that was 
what they intended to ^ 

. Is it seriously suggested that no preiext 
could have bun made whereby these 
could have been taken back to 
ndon and have been required to answer 
questions on certain matters of which, fay 
tneir flight, (h^ had shown they were 
guilty, and which we now know to be 

UeasoDahle activities? Surely, tbe teeboi* 

cality of arrest, mentioned by my right 
boo. Friend, is not in this cate a real 
answer. The real answer was that no one 
thought that these men were going to flee. 
It was thought that security had been sudi 
that these men were not aware of what 
was happening. It was a grave story -of 
incompetence. ^ .* v 

Mr. Spetr s Will my hon. Friend allow 
me? Is it not tbe case that only one of 
these individuals was suspect, and that tbe 
other was not under investigation at aU? 
II D r 


people 

Loodoi 


pass was suspicious and should have 
sounded the alarm? 

Mr. RawtlnsoB j 1 agree to this exteoC > 

If there had been this thorough investiga* 
tion and one had eventually reached tbe ^ 
conclusion that this man out of some 
6,000 should be investigated, then not to ' 
have taken the proper and sensible pro- * 
cautions seems to be an incredible piece ^ 
of bungling..,, .ritvs' u-« 

-• It Is quite clear, from what has been 
Mid by some people who seemed to know ' : 
them or thev acquaintances well, that 
these two persons were people who must ' " 
at all times have been an extreme rule ' 
Apparently, they had ''chips on their 
shoulders*' oI various kinds wh'tch one 
would have thought straightaway would 
have led their superiors to suspect that " 
they were persons who were not proper 
or suitable to hok) such responsible j<M 
Our good fortune has been that in the 
immediate past we have not bad persons . 
who have been in control of various pub> 
lie matters, or in responsible positions, 
whose fbyalties have not got across lha 
frontiers. My right hon. Fnend the Seers' 
taty of State said that since I6S9 and tii« 
wars of religion there have been no sudl 
circumstances; but in fact there have 
.been. In the hisioty of our relations with 
Ireland (here were persons such ais 
Erskine Child^ There always have 
been, and always will be. people whose 
loyalties conflict, who do not pul patriot' 
ism as the highest of loyalties, la this 
House h seems wrong to suggest that,' 
because it is only a new phenomena, 
people might in fact be putting disloyalty 
ahead of patriot'ism, and that tbe secuii^ 
people were not in fact aware of tM 

matter... - 4 

: Then after the flight comes tbe stoiy. 
which has been adquately dealt with, of 
the information which was being sup* 

E lied. It seems to me that what must m 
idden is (he source of the information 
or knowledge about what the Government 
may know of Burgess and Maclean— t^ 
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Ep»m tMt. Rawllnso'rt) Mid lat^’**^ 
»hich I did agree. 1 tbouelit that ^ 
ftatement by the Foreign Secreury oa 
the rights of a person ondtf susi^cioo 
was much preferabJe to the opening state* 
menu in (he speech of the hon. Member.* 
However, my remarks will be concerned 
not with the security side of the matter 
but u’ith (he question of (he oersonnd 
with whom -we are concerned in (be 
Foreign Office,,;* _ v.- - r -*=*-■ 

It has already 'beeii'^su^est^ Aat (he 
Foreign Office ought to be grouped UK 
gelher with (he Gvil Service as a whole.- 
As a matter of principle, I am inclined to 
agree with (hat suggestion. I take'ioughly 
the same line about the wartime reforms 
as that taken by my hon. Friend the Mem- 
ber for Coventry, East (Mr. Gossman). 
In principle, it b a sound idea that the 
Foreign Service should be part of the 
Gvil Service as a whole ; but there will 
be practical difficulties. One of the diffi- 
culties which hat faced the Gvif Service 
as a whole in recent years has been that 
of getting the right people for the admin- 
Ktrative class, which corresponds to the 
branch in ^hc Foreign Service — BrantA 
* A ** — to nhich Maclean belong^. “ITje 
situation has already been stated by the 
Civil Service Commissioners to be one of 
considerable difficulty, but if I can beliefs’ 
recent reports it has this year become eii* 
tremely bad. so bad that the number of 
candidates acceptable has not been equal 
to the number of vacancies. . 

- - * fr^ "a 

In the Foreign Service.*-^ the other 
hand, if one can take the evidence of an 
article in the Observer yesterday, there 
seem to have been this ' year quite 
wfficienl candidates for the vacancies, 
tyen if one skims away half of them 
with the first qualifying examination and 
assumes that they were not serious candi- 
dates, there were still ample to fill the 
vacancies. If we merge the Foreign Ser- 
vice with the C:ivil Service as a whole, w’ 
ns make no mistake that very shortly we 
shall run into an acute problem of staffing 
rte upper branches qf the Foreign Service. 

This difficulty is not confined to the 
Gvil Service. It js one that 'Cooceroi 
all, or nearly all, the public services. , 
There are just a few cxceptioos. V^hea 
business is booming and attracting 
people with (he offer of high salaries and 
extraordinarily good prospects, we find 
difficulty ip attracting scientists to the 
public services and administrative people 




'■ IM*. Rawxinsos.J 
k, of course, vitally importaht^ot not 
the extent. Surely, if inevitably wc com- 
promised the source by revealing the ex- 
tent, that would be dangerous ; but what 
danger was there in telling the House or 
the country immediately after the flight 
ill the matters that have now beca ^ 
us to very much later oo. L: ' 

The Inadequacy of the Ihliite Paper has 
llso been discussed. Mention has been 
made of how' in paragrapb 5 it talks about 
Maclean being the head of die American 
Depantnenl and says that it does not deal 
ivith major problems of Angto-Americah 
rclaiiona Paragrapb 11 says that one 
expUnatioB may be that ' Maclean o^ 
served that be was no longer 4‘eceiving 
certain types of secret papen.-' :::■ 

It appears, once again, to boa. Mem- 
bers on both sides of the House and to 
the people in the clubs and pubs that here 
there has been some covering up by 
bureaucracy. The story has been heard, 
and read of, of Departments where U»e 
bureaucrats have attempted to "cover 
tip" after ^ initial mistakes have been 
made, and it has been suggested that there 
k a feeling among the ^ple who are 
in (be same Service that they most assist 
those who have made the error to prevent 
diem being entirely shown tip. 

- I agree that we cannot have, and would 
not want to have, in this country a secret 
tervice having any executive power. It 
must rest upon the criminal law and the 
executive power of the police. If we had 
a secret service which nad fuQ executive 
power obviously it would degenerate into 
something which nobody in this country 
would want Secut^ is the real part of 
the problem, and this is a matter in which 
security was bad. J have listened to what 
most boo. Members have said about die 
Foreign Semce and these people who are 
members of iL I do not agree with mud 
that has been said, — j; 

^ft appears to me diat securi^. is .the 
failure here. In security it is not so much 
money or measures that matter. lATiat 
matiers is having 4he right man at die 
bead of the security service to ensure that 
the best security (his -countiy .can have 
is provided.-:. v,i:Li-h- ti..! i.'i'f 

13 p.m. K*- !*». ''.'.(T vy- ■ l;’; 

' 'Mr. hlalcolm MaePbmoo (Stirling and 
Falkirk Burghs): f must say that aner a 
beginning with which 1 did not agree T 
found much in what the bon. Xfember for 
11 o s 
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io ttie 6rsl division of the Civil Service. 

There is diOiculty ia sUracting all the 
officers we need for the Armed Services. 

There it difficulty in staffing the local 
government services. We cannot get 
sanitary inspectors, and we cannot get 
the stwialists such as tax inspectors for 
the Civil Senice, because industpr and 
commerce are booming and offering far 
belter prospects. That is the difficulty 
behind the whole question of staffing. 

That will be immensely emphasised for 
the Foreign Service once we link the 
Foreign Service with the Civil Service as 
a whole . 


What I wanted to talk about was not 
I so much that general problem which the 
’ public services in general are facing as 
a result of the present economic situar 
tkm, but ratber the intake of . the i^pcr 
branch of the Foreign Service, • They 
I are, of course, university recruits like 
f those for the first division of the Civil 
. &rvice. Like my hoo. Friend the Mem* 
I ber for Coventry, East I was struck by 
the articles that appeared recently in the 
“Manchester Guardian." One of the 
points they made was the extreme variety 
of inleresis for the Foreign Service now. 
They used a phrase like "Atoms, oil, 
international payments" to illustrate the 
new and highly technical interests that 
the Service now has to deal with. Again, 
like my hon. Friend the Member for 
Coventry, East, I was struck by the fact 
that the reforms of the war years bad 
destroyed a number of sources of expert 
knowledge without . replacing them 
properly. But. io general, we have been 
producing ratber more of these experts 
in languages and the affairs of particular 
regions, and these experts in matters of 
" atoms, oil and international payments," 
than we formerly did.' Since the war 
the universities baye given far more 
attention to these things, with the estab>' 
lishment and development of the schools 
of African and Oriental languages — at 
London University, for instance — and 
more attention to the Slav languages and 
cultures elsewhere. We have far more 
people who can be considered as replace- 
ments than we had formerly. . 

There is, however, very little sign that 
(he Foreign Office has been making use 
of these new sources. Since the war 
recruitment to Branch A seems to have 
been exactly of the sort that would justify 
(he accusations of mbreeding and so on 
11 D a 


that are currcnilj being made. I have not 
(he figures for this year, but from 1945 ' " ' 
(o 1954 — up to and including last year's - 
inlake-^26 appointments were made to 
the senior division of the Foreign Service. . 
Leaving aside figures and turning to perr 
ceniages, 1 find that 77 per cent, of those " " 
appointments were to graduates $-f 
Oxford or Cambridge; 5 per cent to ' 
graduates of London ; S per .cent, to Scotr 
tish graduates; 1 per cent: to graduates " 
of all provincial universities ; a very .. 
small percentage to graduates of. uni- 
versities outside (his island— Ireland 
and New Zealand, for instance — and f 
per cent, to candidates who had no uni- 
versity education at all. .i,,;;, 

. Mr. Godfrey Nicholson (Farnham); To - 

E resent a fair picture, perhaps the hon. 
lember would give similar figures of the 
MndidatM? . • 

' hir. ' hlacPbcrson i That ' point wu 
made previously, and the Joint Unda- ' - - - 

Sccretaty answered it m a way which “ 

completely destroyed his own case. ^ He ... 
said that the high Oxford and Cambrid.go 
figures reflected the high number of applU 
cants from those universities, but the 
figures be gave for 1954 proved exactly 
the opposite. In 1954, of K> vacancies in 
the senior branch, 28 were filled by 
Oxford and Cambridge graduates. The 
hon. Gentleman stated that there were 
287 applicants, of whom 221 came from 
Oxford and Cambridge. Now. 221 is not 
to 287 at 28 is'to 30 but as 23 is to 30, 

Id other words, the proportion of Oxford .... 
and Cambridge appointments in the poe 
year for which we have figures was veiy 
much greater than the proportion of ... 
Oxford and Cambridge applicants, |1 
think that that answers the bon. Membm 

for Farnham,^^ V'v' ' 

i mention those figures because tbqf ■ 
give some shadow of backing to (be sug- ^ ^ 
ges'.ion (hat the Foreign Office is a kind ' 
of dub. that there is a certain exclusive -L' 
Dcss about it After passing through .• 
university one assumes that one will be 
thrown among people of all sorts o( . --r. 
difierent types of education and coming * 
from other types of universities. In the 
Foreign Office, however, appointees come 
from Oxford and Cambridge and are put 
right into the middle of a group of people . •- 
who also come from those two inslitu- 
tk>os. That must lead to some possibility 
of inbreeding, of narrowness of interest . . 
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{Mr. MAcPHbRsoN.1 .' •♦- »*^ fit »>:r* 
of I<^ ally lo the club from lime 'to liiw 
— to pul it mildly, becomiog an obstacle 
, to one's greater loyalties., ^ .. 

I roust say that I do not Ihinlc h at*»n 
likely tfalat this intake reflects in any 
serious My the iniellectual reguircraents 
of the Foreign Ofhce. I should not 
imagine that there is alt that difl'ercoce, 
inteneclually, between the products of 

anH n*« V&m^ 

HI4V ^.^Ijjvifw^w %rt* vra/^ ifaiR\J 

those <rf London University and the pro- 
vincial and Scottish universities on the 


ft 
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other. Nor would anyone suggest that 
there is any ground for thinking that 
there is any wide divergence in the moral 

qualities and characters of the graduates. «»anip»e, man uxiord and Cambridge.^^ 
But, despite the fart that recruitment if AArukruhU 


We have lo remember (bat the rcalitj 
of iome of the popular feeling abra 
these things lies in the fact that .it k 
popular feeling. If people think that ilk 
people in the Foreign Service spend a 
lot of time drinking cocktails and that 
sort of thing, and are the type to whoa 
this comes naturally because ^ then 
social background, the habit U developed 
cf thinking of diplomats, and at Ibe 
Foreign Office ^enrt^l!^, as bein* ratbet 
different from the rest of the people. That 
in rather unhealthy. If there were two 
oniversilies dominating the intake inte 
the Foreign Service, I would far rathei 
thq^ were Liverpool and Bristol, for 


_ .V . 


farmed out lo the Civ3 Service Selection 
Board — U . should be — (here H still 
far too narrow a range of intake. That 
must be bad for the Service and tnuct 
have played some part in creating some 
of the difficulties (o which we have been 
addressing ourselves this aficrnootL 

During the period from 1945 lo 1954 
to which I have referred, there has b^n 
a great Influx of people from the clemco*- 
lary schools, and the maintained second** 
aty schools^ coming under the public 
authorities. Into the universities generafly 
— but mainly into the movincial and 
Scottish universities. In spite of (hat hu" 
Influx, the high figures Vor OxfOTd and 
Cambridge have coniinued. No sign 
h has been reflected in the appointments 
lo^ the Foreign Office. 1 regret Jihis* 1 
think (hat it is one of the things (hat 
make a case fat an loquiry into Ibe 
methods of appointment, the sources ni 
appointment and, indeed, - into Ibt 
methods of training after a man bai 
entered the foreign service, *4^1, ; 

On thf 

».«r - WIM W%.«I Jivw tw WJJJVU A 

nave referred, the Joint Under-Secretary 
seemed to be rather complacent and said 
(hat he was quite sure that the hexi candi* 
dales were obtained, * I suggest very 
strongly that, bowever good the present 
^ndidaics are, the bervice would be 
improved as a whole if they came from 
more varied sources, bad more varied 
experience, were of more varied types aod 
bad more varied backgrounds. Ibe b<HL 
Gentleman said that (here was no nerti 
to widen (he ^urce of recruitment I 
doubt it I think an inquiry might 
look into the p^sibility of widening (be 

aources recjuitment 

II D js . ' I ■ : 


Admirable institutions though fb^ art; 
of our 16 or 17 universities Oxford and 
Cambridge are (be two which, (o (hi 
ordinary man in (be street, are a little 
more distant and leprescnt a life fathef 
different from his Own’— much more (has 
do (he provincial universities. There il 
undoubtedly a great deal of loose talk 
about thc^way in which diplomats five, 
but there is a strong case for trying pod^ 
tiveiy to improve (he understanding cl 
diplomats by the people in genera! ara cl 
the people m general by diplomats, - As 
long as wc adhere lo the presdnt very 
narrow Intake, there arc potential diffi- 
culties, In addition, we are l^lng as 
immense amount The wider our net is 
cast — I do not think that it is necessarily 
a matter of democratisatioo, which the 
bon. Member for Coventry, East, was 
talking about — ^provided we keep lo the 

iii^ iiruic V4ri«y ano 

the better and stronger as a whole wffi ' 
be the Service that wc shall build tip, 

<: >iu tnf; ,tr:o;v:t * 
7 JO pJtt, I a', 4 
hlr# Godfrey Nicholson (Farnbanijr; - 
The bon. Member tor Stirling aod Falkirk 
Burghs (Mr. Malcolm MaePberson) made 
an exceedingly thoughtful speech, with - 
much of which I am in fuQ agreement, ^ 
He said (hat (he urider our net is cast th4 ^ 

M V — -M- 1.. 
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different conclusions from (hose that he - 
reached. For instance, t am quite certain ; 
that the Foreign Offidc is making cvciy t 
^ort 10 cast its net wider. Then is the t 
bon. Gentleman reallv xavinv that rhA k 
Ovil Service CoramissioDcrs. are active^ * 
prejudiced io favour of Oxford and Cam- 
bridge? I know that be is not tayiat 
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that. So he not trouble to deny 
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iniellectual question of people comlnf 
from the same kind of intellectual chan* 
he!. These two universities are like each 
other and different from the universitiei 

n# I f\r fltMT 

come from is the same kind intellectually* 
apart altogether from the soda] side. 

Mr* Nicholson : The hon. Gentleman if 
very disarming. I was not accusing him 
^ making an unfair or unreasonable 
attack. I was thinking of the spee^ 
made by the hon. Member for CovenUy* 
East (Mr. Oossmank which 1 regard^ * 
as most unhelpful. I do not want to be 
led away by the hon. Gentleman into the 

S 'uestion of inicuecfuai channeU. i think 
lat every one bears the stamp of the io- 
stilution at which he w'as eoucated. W 
I think that social background is perhaps 
one of the most important thingi ‘ , * 

I was ^ying that I believe that it 1ii 
the experience of bon. Members in this 
House (hat wherever they go. or almotf 
ever) where they go. they Cod that the 
British Mission in a foreign capital has 
the highest reputation of any MissioiL 
It rs a great pity, as i have said, that 
this debate has taken that particular 
trend. . .. . . - 

- While we must avoid complacency. It 
is not only unjust and unfair but snort* 
sighted and inimical to the best interests 
of this country if it goes out to the world 
that the House of Commons has spent 
the best part of a day in attacking i 
service that is the envy <rf every other 
nation in (he world. There have certainly 
been these, mistakes over Maclean and 
Burgess, but the fact rcmains--and I say 
it categorically— that our Foreign Service 
b varied in its personnel, b oemocratk; 
in the sense that to all ranks its memben 
are drawn from the most diverse sodal 
background, b eflkienU and b envied. 
IMiilc not attempting to cover up wb^ 
has happened, I do beg the House to 
keep a sense of proportion and a sense 
of balance. js 

’ SomelhiDg' wgs said by the ForcigiT 

Secretary a&)ut members of the Foreiga 
Service having fewer <rf the rights of the 
ordinary citizens than did members ot* 
the rest of the G\ U ^rvicc. He referred 
to the committee which gets rid of people 
who are considered unsuitable, I bclieVjf; 
that if the confidence, which has been a 
little shaken, b to be fully restored, the' 
work of that committee will have to go 
further, ^nd 1 think that members-of tw ‘ 

SJ 0 u 










tun sure l!iat be would not dream of say* 
log *0.. U one admits that only educa* 
lional examinations and persona! qualifi* 
fcalions are taken into consideration, if one 

- j :«.> ur^ 

flUmil» WAaiSlISiB^'V*.- .-.irv— w 

fairly, and cfTorls arc being constantly 
made to interest the provincial universi- 
ties, I do not think that the burden of bil 

{ xharge is so beas-j' as he makes it out to 

with regard to Oxford and Cambridge, 
1 do not know exactly lb; pr<y>ortiont. 
*bul tbe vast majority of the undergradu- 
*atcs of those universities are maintained 
• by grants from Government or public 

*■ ^4«r tti* 

: DkHifO* VI aiih- l.^ijJSVtuiShrW' 

I Service b not extensive, but I certainly 
f know a number of its members. " Last 
I year, I went with a Parliamentary delega- 
I tioQ to the Far East saw a great deal 
I of three Embassies in Tokyo, Bangkok 
« and Rangoon. I w'as deeply struck --and 
1 1 am very glad to have an opporluni^ of 
P paying this tribute— by the exceedingly 
^ high standard of integrated efficiency 
K Epical of each of those three Missions, 
and I was immensely struck by the wide 
variety of social background of the mem* 
ber$ of those Missions. I am talking not 
only about the senior branch. I could 
not have been more favourably impressed 
than I was. . . 

My opinion w^as backed up in each 
of those three capitals when I talked to 
English businessmen and British citizens 
resident there. All of them said that the 
f(^eign nationals there were constantly 
expressing ensy of our Foreign Service 
and saying that they wished their mis* 
sions were as efficient and as representa- 
tive. I am sorry that this debate has so 
much taken the lone of an attack on the 
Foreign Service., We roust avoid com* 
pJaccncy, * ^ 

Mr. Malcolm MacPhersoni l am sure 
Chat the hon. Member will not lake it 
that I am attacking (he Foreign Service. 
I am ^'ing to suggest how we can im- 
prove it.^ We arc continually doing (hat 
ID public life in this cbuntiy, without 
necessarily atlackiog something which we 
want to improve. It is not simply i 
roaner (he social background when one 
talks about Oxford and Cambridge, al- 
though that is important I think that the 
proportioD of maintained scholars b 
probably less at these two institutions 
than the bon. Member thinks. -Apart 
from social <iucstioDS, there b the purely 
•II Dtl . 
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opinion to the grave tinea$tnesi «1iich ■ ' 
fell by people who “know ibeir fluff’ 
BTOut tb^way Iq whicb wt are dealint 
wui tt)C Communist menace in Oils coui 
try- By “people who do inow Ihca 
atuff •• I mean people fflcc the hon. Mcm^ 
^ for Hammersmith. North and fDam 
of hi$ friends/ Our SecuriQ' Services are 
nccessariJy shrouded in secrecy, and nd 
one demands an open inquiry to brinf aH 
thcjr methods to fights 4 / ’- 

This debate iriD have done go^ tf | 
shows the CovernracDt that there is heeo 
anxiety* It w ill have done harts# If *‘^ 
public" opinion throughouT'the h 
rcflccu serious anxiety over the Forci«o 
Service* I start where I ^gan: do not 
make any mistake about iL we have the 
fin^ Foreign Service in the w<^. U 
IS democratic, varied, efficient and the 
***<* otjjeci rf respect of every olhct 

P€OI»C. * u} i^ t 

7-30 p-fiL V tr*; v'i— 

1 (Liverpool Ed^e Hill):' 

. uiu iroi «avc Ine advantaec of heariiif 

tion 3li]ch "is” higWy" rw^lTsible *Ind iJmwcd^iJ&^n^bv**^^^ * *” 
exceedingly honourable, must be prepared tfons ihSh I hrartf^tr^e 
to accept to a greater extent than they EttVrIy delivered nffl^ 2rt. 
do at present transfer to other branch® J «»- 

of the CivU Service if tbetr characlen 
wc thought to be weak.;. . . i,;;. i 

So far as vulnerability It concerned, 
there have references to the unfor- 
tunate habits of Burgns and varioui 

VATalKmaf Km 

»»**!# Via* wvlittJijijg lUUJ (ij JliUK* 


Fortner Foreign Office 

[Mr. Nicwolson.). '.. j.- 
Foreign Service ' will ba\e 'to accept ' a 
further diminution of their right!.' • 

4 was ttruck the fact that' the 
Foreign Secretary leemcd to think that 
there was very' little intermediate stage 
between retaining a man in the Foreign 
Office and prosecuting him. I believe 
that more use should be made of transfer 
10 other branch® of the Civil Service. 
There are two criteria. The first is 
reliability, and the second is vulnwabilhy. 
1 am not talking about political 
reliability, but about reliability of 
charact®, • ■'■ •-> •■ ■ *-< r,. ' • 

. In the course of our lives wc meet maoy 
people— we arc probably very oftca of 
that l^pc ourselves— who arc very wdl- 
meaning. but arc not of the strongest 
^aractcr. and because of that they arc 
bound to be weak links in any chain. 
They may be indiscreet ; they may coo^ 
tract unfortunate marriages, and they may 
mix^ in questionable circles in foreign 
c^apjtals. I Mieve that mem^rs of Ihe 
Foreign Service, because they have a posi^ 


« * - • ^ -r -Bpa J UW 

ment, we must face the fa® that people 
who are perverted in their tast® are ex-' 
tremely vulnerable to blackmail. I did 
nol know Burgess well. I met him once 
or twice. At one time, be was the B.B.C 
representative who arranged the speakers 
[pi’ “ The Week in Wesirainst®.* One 
had only to look at his ey® to tee that 
he was an unreliable and shUty type, 
brilliant though be w®. I belimc that if 
m those davfi Ih^r— Iia/ 1 li— n tt.— 

-careful ■crutmy of peoiJe*i charact®; 
habhs and background ® Ui®c is today 
he would n® have been in the Foreign 
^OtSa for «K week. »-wr 5 v-i-'r-' v 

Apart from that ttend in the debate, 
which I deplore, there has also been the 


ter«t to (he observation of my ho.;' 
Friend (he Mcmb® f® Stirline and Fah 
kirk Burghs (Mr. Malcolm Ma'cPhcrsoal ' 
and With a gr«t deal that he said I 
a®®. But 1 found difficulty in fiadiue ^ 
we connectioo between wbai toy boa ^ 
#a«w gv anu lac pamcuiar tssoe - 
McuTity with which. I und®sland. the ' 
House IS concerned in this debata 1' 

■ If wcD be that the FwejgD OflSce f 
vuffers from not basing ® widely repn^’ y 
scniative an ®iab1ishoient ® one would * 
wish, but I should have thought that it ^ 
would be a difficult case to argue that ' 
one consequence of that was that its po^ » 
boo 10 terms of socuri^ was, hy that 
circujiistance. in anv wav 
diminished. - t ' " ^ T'CrT"* " T 

Mr. Malcolm ^faephersoo : I do not i 
think there was any suggestion al any ^ 
time that the debate was concerned » 
entirdy with securio^. Indeed, it secml 
to me that one of the advantages cf a > 


" w.w^ivjv. oRjwt ggaft aiAv v^cD me ^ uMi vac m inc auvantagcs Cl a > 
und^onc. voiced by the bon. Member debate like this is that we can Uy lo kxA - 
for Hammersniith. North (Mr. Tomney). forward and deal with positive sucgesiioos 1 
of general anxietv to far as our Kecuniv for reform rath® than concentrate rimifr ^ 


- BwauJiw-Ty. 

« general anxiety so far as our Securiiy 
Services arc concerned. This debate may 

Smna.K * 

lyuwMj uavc ijuuc u ji paijs inc aiieii- 
tion of the Gov®nment and rrf 
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ra the individual issue that caus® the 
derate. On Qie question which my boa 
Fnend fau raised about the conn«tion 
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l>ctweea the ^pe of personnel in the 
Foreign Office and security, 1 thinl: he 
probably did not have the advantage o# 
pcarinfi the sivech of my, hon* Friend the 
Member for Coventry, East (Mr. Cross- 
Man) who went , into that fairly fulfy.. ^ 

I Mr, In ioc 1 1 am obliged. I made my 
observation regarding mv hon. FrientTf 
ffcmarks only in order that the ^siiioo 
•might be made dear, * " ^ 

( In considering the whole extraordinary 
and almost incredible story ot Macleaa 
( and Burgess, 1 fed that it is a great 
mistake to attach loo much important to 
the detail of their es<^pe and to the dclaii 
^ oH the manner in which they were able to 
evade the authoriites. There was, 
obviously, some bungling. There was. 

t S uite clearly, a failure lo keep the watch 
)at should have been kept and to put 
upon them the restraints which, to the 
light of events, it is quite dear would 
have been desirable^ jjr? r'- • 

But there t$ another side of the picture 
which compels us lo recognise how extra- 
ordinarily difficult it must be to ensure 
that two people of that type and character 
and with those objectives arc not able to 
escape. It is a task involving consider- 
able difficulties indeed, t am reminded of 
the story of Gilbert Chesterton— I think 
it is ** The Man Viho Was Thur^ay *’— ^ 
which begins, if my recollection is aright, 
with a picture of Iwdve anarchists, or it 
may be more. One <»ie, as each 
chatXer of the story unfolds, an anarchist 
turns out to be a detective. In ffie latt 
and cuTminating chapter the position is 
reached where arc all standing at tbe^ 
end 6f a pier at some Mint on our coa^' 
The last anarchist wik> has been dis- 
covered to be a detective looks round 
upon his colleagues and says, ^ But where 
are the anarchists?** The reply comes 
back* ^ There arcn*t any anarchists. We 
arc just a lot of bally j^licemcn looking 
at cadi other.**: civ 

There ^is no doubt that in all Ih^ 
affairs it is easy to criticise and deride 
the forces €i security. The advantages 
are with the culprit who is seeking to get 
away and the disadvantages are w ith those 
who are trying lo prevent him from doing 
so and who, at the same time, are obliged 
Id keep within the law and obliged , to. 
avoid (he danger of kuing it be known 
mcmaturely that , a. man .is suspect 
Therefore, for env nairL I would thiiik it 
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b quite wrong to found any 
cism of the Security Services upon w' 
deiaik and circumslaoces of the escapO-:?. j 
of these two 

The anxiety that I feci about this w1^ “ If . ^ ^ 
affair relates not to that but^ to . vt*' 
appears to me to be a far more importaul ' ‘v" - 
matter, namely, the breakdown which thci ' 

incident appears to reveal in the intuitive * 
sense and judgment of the associates 
superiors of these men in the Foreign " ‘ 

That is. what causes anxiety/ 
any trouble io the mechanics of <hc - 


t f\- ^ - 
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matter and not. in my view, any particu^; 
lar detail of the Security Service. But Hua ^ 
h should have been possible for two 

E copie of thb kind, of whom we tiov.^" 

DOW all (hat we do, to remain so 
in (he Foreign Office and hold at one time - 
or another positions of considerable im-. 
portance, suggests that (here was the most 
astounding breakdown in what <me had. : 
always liked to think w^as the tradition^ 
faculpr in (he Foreign Service to dis-^"' 
tinguisb between the good and the evdl 

and between the sensible and the foolbk 

1 . -1 

Mr. NicbolM, : Judas ampn^ ,1^ 
Apostles., ffttUrf- 

' Mr. Irvine: That « parallel I do'o^ ^ 
intend to follow. That is the matter that 
jives rise to anxieQr.J ^ Vr^.V:;'. 

" i can only conclude, however, (hat the. < 
breaVdown of intuitive sense in the. 
Department cannot have been as bad is . 
et nrst sight it appears to have beem- It- 
must have been widely known within Ui^ 
Departroenl that these two were unde^- ' 
able mea. ^ - r ,i ■ . .rttii:" s"'? hir 
, M one takes that view, if one takes to. 
view that U must have been apparent long 
before these two men escapro that Ihgt. 
were undesirable ^pcs— if one takes 
view, in other words, (hat there cano^ 
have been such a complete breakdown in 
the intuitive perspicacity and judgmt^ . .. 
of the Department that their true char«^^ 
tcr was not known within it — one tunil, 
to the reason why (be judgment which 
must have existed about these men wras 
nbt exposed and made public and why^- 
action was not taken. I can onl/ assutba ; ^ 
that the reason for (hat was (be deepl/ 
rOoled desire in the Department amongtt , ^ 

the civil servants there to be loyal to each' . . * 
r- . vriJ ■„ .n.srr..*',: isQ 
: "One feels, then, that the real lesson to — 
be learnt from this incident is not fliat 
the , Securia . Services were necessarily ^ » 

' ■ f / a i4 - • ' • 
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jravely «t fault, or necessarily that ibcre 
was u complete a breakdown in the 
intuitive pcrsnicacitj' and judgiocirt ct 
members of the Service «< at first sight 
appeared, but that we arc dealing iMth 
the cons^uence of men in a great Depart* 
iticnt feeling that their obligations to each 
other and to the Department were such 
that the truth should not be revealed. It 
is a djihcult thing, of course, to sugeest 
What is the prop« remedy for ihaL' lt 
may weD be that in this context the obser* 
valions of my hon. Friend the Member 
for Stirling and Falkirk Burghs have par- 

IlCular Tpl^vanr^ , * . ' 

' '" [ CZZ>'*T ^eu4. L)ih? i 

Mr, Ni^olson t Would not the allerha- 
uve explanation, and the more reasonable 
-one, be that there was anxiety to secure 
evidence for a prosecution? b not that 
conceivable? — ^..vi .-. ;. , 

i- . ■-•. ; r /.- . j'-j .cue-.*-- 

^Mr. Irvine 1 1 should have thought that 
that was an unlikely explanation <rf what 
occurred. The luggesiioo that crimes can 
go on being committed indefinitely 
i^ause It is thought undesirable to 
check them for fear that there is insuffi* 
cient evidence is a line of thought, and of 
inaction, that is full of danger. We are 
speaking about conjectures here, and for 
my part I do not know any of the persons 
^ncerned, but I should certainly say that 
It ts very unlikely that the explanation for 
this incident ts to be found in the reluc- 
tance of persons to fake action before 
there was sufficiem accumulaLitm 'of 
evidence. It may have played a part, but 
it does not seem to me to go to the root 
of the matter. , . - - - 

k ■ * 

^ I think that, on flic last anatysts, when 
the matter is traced 'to its source, 
probably the real root of the trouble here 
is a kind of inverted virtue on the part of 

we Department. I think that the sense wait uau me nonour n 

of^yaltj' and of keeping together was car- •c™ in *ny of the security services <f 
ned to the point where thinvs whirii fliis country— and two have Steady 

spokra today — would iike to fake that 
View. ] cannot, and it cannot be doiqt 
any service, I am sure, in the lone nu 

iA lh» Kpavu^h oKIr r Li .T.1 
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the I^pariment ' To find the remedy foi 
that is a very difficult tsslc, tnd for flk 
moment 1 am not able to thjnlc of aiiotbes 
ftan the remedy i^hkh luy boo. Pirkiid 

,rvy i w 

■ 1 would say,* fh donclusion f^'bde 
further lesson which, I have no doiibt, it 
Mi in all parts of the House, of aO tha 
« that an incident of this kind mutt nol 
W allowed to be made the occasion or 
Wc excuse for any kind of illiberal wheh* 
fiuoling and pursuit. I am not at aO tim 
j!* w* *"fi valuable outcome of • 
mbate like this may not prove to be the 
intistcncc by the House as a whole that 
fnat ^ail not be. I speak as one who 
prefers contention in pcJitical life, but 
perhaps we are discussing today a theme 
upon which Members in all part* of the 
House can find a veiy large measure of 
agreemeiit. il'-* — v k..: 

We do not want in this country *any 
processes which can be regarded, m 
witch-hunting. At the same time, we can, 
perhaps, agree that an example has b«B 

«tr/ws/fjwj4 K.*m ow/ i tj 

nawia,. w iivw Hj^ainr amoof 

ooIlMgucj Jo M Depaftmeot has bees ! 
earned to the point where the natkuud 
mterest has been adversely affected. If 
there be any substance in that 'view; i 
tiered to the House only after considetW! i 
Pod of all the aspects of this extraordinary j 
■case, we may be confident that no section ' 
of the community will be quicker to learn 
the lesson than the Civil Serwee itself and 
the Foreign Ofiice in particular,. >-j 

7.45 p.im -t.-l'jViL" vi.'-..v ifh 

UcvL-CoIonel J. K. Cordeanx (Notiing- 
bam, Centralj: The hon. Meinbef for 
Edge Hill (Mr. A. 1. Irwne) has, I think, 
exonerated the security services, althou^ 
pr^ibly he may have been relen^g to 
fliif case only. I do wish I could agree, 
All of us who have bad the honour lo 


r 


ned to the point whw things which 

^nrvtil/t MAS ^11 I a 

i#M* uccu suoweo lO COdtUUlf 

fa the public interest were allwed to con-' 
tinue, ft may well be that the observa- 
.niy hon. Friend the Member 
for Stirling aiid' Falkirk Burghs are 
particularly relevant to this point, and 
Wat the mistake— because that is what it 
« — of too intense a lq}alt>' to a Depart- 
ment and lo ooeff colleagues m a 
Department, to the point where h is not 
^mpatible with loyalty to rbc highest 
uatjonal interests, can be treated best by 
expanding the sources of recruitment into 
II D M 




to the braneb of this great JScrvice w'hoK 
reputation is at stake in this debate ID 
try to minimise what 1 feel is the serious- 
ness of the mancL ... ..>ii 

‘^My Tion, Friend the Member fot 
Hexham (Mr. Speir) and the Foreign Se^ 
rerery TOth refened to the extreme new 
dimculties which are sow faced b" cm 
security services tbanks to tfic facf tbsl 
agents can now <rften be recruited not 
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I only by giving tliem money, oot only by 
threatening them, ool only'by any of the 
' old'Cstablt&hed ways, but by appealing to 
their ideology. It is very true indeed, 
i \fhat I contend, what has been suggested 
b) many boo. Members in the debate, and 
^ what is certainly suggested in the White 
. Paper, is that smcc the war. at any rate, 
f our security senice has been going the 
^ wrong way about it to delect those people. 

I This particular failure by the security 

( service in the case of Burgess and 
Maclean is bad enough in itself, but ! 
maintain that h cannot be considered in 
isolation. As I sec it, it is the culmination 
of a series Of failures, which were far 
more damaging to the safety ot this 
country than this one. .1 refer to the cases 
^ the three Russian agents engaged on 
atomic research in this country, that is to 
say. Dr. Alan Nunn May in 1946, Dr, 
Fuchs in 1949, and Professor Pontecorvo 
in 1950. I hope that the House will bear 
with me for a few minutes while I say a 
few words about each of them, for that 
leads to the point 1 am anxious to make. 

The first of these three agents and 
traitors, the least considerable and the 
least harmful, was Alan Nunn May. At 
Cambridge he was definitely recognised 
as a Communist ^^1)en he left there he 
went to Russia on a visit, and when he 
came back he joined the editorial board 
of the “Scieniific Worker," which is the 
official journal of the National Associa- 
tion of Scieniific Workers, and which at 
that time, 1 think h would be quite fair to 
say, included many Communists amongst 
iu directors. , v ‘ ^ " 

1 am not suggesting that' for these 
reasons Nunn May should not have been 
employed -on atomic research in this 
coun^. Afterthll, in those days, in the 
*tbirties. it was not so very uncommon' 
to have those views when one was an 
undergraduate. ‘What is more, when 
Kuan May was engaged by Tube Alloys,' 
the cover name used for atomic research 
in those days, any person who was a 
strong pro-Russian was considered also to 
be I strong anti-Hitler. When, however, 
after the war our actual enemy, Germany, 
changed to potential enemy, Russia, men 
like that in such vital positions shontd 
have been considered by our security ser- 
vices not, Mrhaps, with suspicion but. at 
any rate, with a very inquiring eye," r 

1 do not think that too much blame 
can be attached in the first case, but the 


3 ' ' . 
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point is that, as a result, oiir security 
Krvic^ apparently made oo sort of 
inquiries about tbe antecedents and back^ 
ground of other atomic scientists who' 
were working for oi. If they had dooef 
So, they would have found a very roudi 
more important man. Dr. Klaus Fivht.* 

They would have found that he was 
refugee in this country from Nari pen^ 
culion in Germany in his youth, that ha 
had been a member of the Communist 
Party all his adult life, that lO his 
brothers and sisters were . Communists; 
that he had bwn reported to the Qiief 
Constable of Bristol as a Communist, and 
that his name had been found in the 
note-book of one of the chief suspect^ 
in the Canada spy trial Yet, apparently; 
none of these facts was discovered b/f- 
our security srrvices. and it was only 
three years later, when word came from 
America, that we were able to get busy 
on him. One would have thought thak 
after that, at least, our security servib^ 
would have been alerted in this kind of 
case, but not a bit of iLj''. ‘^V' - 

• We then come to the worst of die three 
cases, that of Professor Pontecorvo which* 
followed very soon afterwards. Professor 
Bruno Pontecorvo, like Fuchs, was lo 
his youth a victim of Fascist persecution,' 
this time Jn Italy. He bad a brother then 
who was a well-known and active Com^. 
munisL He had a sister who was married 
to a professed Communist, and his fiivt 
cousin was a member of the Central 
Committee of the Italiaa Communist' 

ParQr. After those two earlier examples,* 
it was nothing short of shameful that oaf 
security services knew nothing at all about- 
ihii * 

After Pontecorvo bad escaped^ and' 
Questions were raised in the House, 'these 
were the kind of replies that were giv^ 

On 23rd October. 1950. in answer to 
supplementary question by my boo.' 

Friend the Member for Altrincham and 
Sale (Mr. Erroll), the then Minister of^ 

Supply, tbe right hon. Member for' 
Vauxhall (Mr. G. R. Suauss) said tbm 
Pontecorvo-;-— . .. .. 'v; 

"... has bees screeoed several dmes during 
the laat few years by our security otfieen."; - 

' Tn answer to a further question, rise' ' -/ 

right bonl Gentleman said;,/-.” ' 2. 

aceordiog to the security officers, lha' 
screeniags were particularly Mtisfactoiy."— 
iOrnexL Rekmit, 23rd October, 1950; Vdt* 

47», c 24*9.] .''-;:^ r ,fKT-r;?i 
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How easily tatisficd tome people can be, 
particulam' when we recall that, accord* 
jng to a further reply by the right hon. 
Gentleman that day, there had b^n since 
the Fuchs case a certain tightening up of 
the tystem. I wonder what it amounted 
to. Heaven knows what it was like 
before. It V -t ‘- -5 »i '• ni rs- - 

- Early in 1950, apparently alarmed by' 
the Fuchs trial, Poniecorvo himself went 
to some of the security authorities and 
told lh£m lhaf bsd OofTlfflUSISt Tw*-" 
tions 10 Italy and had recently seeo them 
when be had been over there. Al about 
the same time we received a report from 
Sweden saying deGnitely 4bat both 
Pontecorvo and bis wife were Com* 
munisU* Pontecorvo continued to carry 
out his. highly secr^ work, and in July 
of that year he blithely set forth with all 
b.is family for a motor lour of Italy. He 
did not come back on the day that he wtf 
due to return. Instead, he wrote a !ett^ 
to the atomic station at HanAcIK where 
be was employed^ lelling those in autl^ 
nty there that he could not come back 
on time because hU car had broken 
down. The reply given by the right bon. 
Member for Vauxhall in (he House of 
Commons on 6lb November* in answer lo 
a Question, was ^ : . * ;r * / 

"Dr, Poniecorvo*s leave expired oo Sift 
Au^ft On ihii date be bad written $ note 
to HamelL received on 4th Septem^d faying 
ml be bad Uoubie with nU car. * 

In reply (o a furth^ Question, (he right 
bon, Centiemao said of Dr. Pontecorvo,' 

. the reafom for ibii mao over*stayiqg 
hifc leave seemed quite oorinaL He had 
ntciof^T breaVdown, and wat ask^ to vittt 
some people in Swiuertand. and h was. 
naiuratJy, only about a week afterwardt that' 
those al Harwell became worded about him," 
^Ofhcial Repost, 6tb November. 19W: 
VoL 4«0, C 5674J , -V V, 

^Normal’* and ^iiaiur^'*/ go^r 
Ail i can say is that if our security autho* 
rities consider that son of behaviour in 
the case of a man of Pontecorvo's ante* 
cedents and background Dormal and 
natural, none of them is Gi to bold his 
: : - 

1 am sorry to have inSicted this^Id 
history on (be House at such length, buX 
it leads me lo the point that 1 want lo 
make— that these thr« lop-grade Russian 
agents. aU atomic scientists, men varyuig' 
very widely in every way. in character and 
upbringing and io on, bad one thing in 
commoiL It is that tf. when the poteo*- 

»l O tt 
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tial *eoemy’ became RussTa fnstttd*'^ 
Germany after the war, our securlte 
authoritfes had canted out even mo^ 
cursory investigations into their ^ back* 
grounds, all three would have been found 
utterly unfit for their jobs.* It acemf 
barely credible* to me that, after all .lhau 
the same thing should have happened in 
the case of hfaclean ; but in fact ft did,’ 

Maclean Vas of about (he same age as 
the three’ and was at Cambridge with 
Nunn May, He was (hen recognised as 

A rTAmmilftfC# 'ST* n.r««l9 iV.f. 

» VTWJfi 4JIIV UJt 1 Vicigll 

Service immediately “ afterwards^ ; But 
although we arc told in the Uliite Paper 
(hat in January, I949| know'kdge came^ 
to those concerned that information wag 
being sent from our Foreign Office to (bO 
Russians and ^ 

*iusny were! bul widespread and protracted 
ir^uin««reb,»u^- . . ...cVr„ 
those widespread inquiries were, not 

spread widely enough even then to include' 

#Tj(i^rQaii • juai DClOrC HC 

joined the Foreign Service. 

• - ■ ,, , j » ■** e*' 

A year and a half later. In Aprils 1950* 
(be uquiries were hot even spread as* 
widely as that, when, in fact, (he suspects 
had been narrowed down to two or three", 
of whom, of course, be was one. They' 

' were not even spread widely enough to^ 
include his background immediately 
fore be joined the Foreign Service when' 
(he suspects had been narrow ed down lo^ 
one-4e himself— because ’ paragraph 4 
of the White Paper states that the infor*! 
mation was obtained only after Maclean^ 
bad escaped* „ . . 

. Tb^efore. it amounts lo (his-Mbat d 
Ibis time the security services have been 
Deglecting what should be the chief chan-* 
nef of (heir im^ulries. bcc^se. as has been" 
said, these spies are now recruited very' 
frequently for ideological reasons rather, 
(ban for what I inight c^Ij (he gjj -* 
fashioned reasons. These facts arc DOC 
in doubt They are stated io the wretched* 
labile Paper, but the White Paper ^alsb. 
disc1(^ that in many other ways oin^* 
security services did not prove up to tbe* 

E b, Paragraph 26. which has hocn Oh 
rged upon in (be debate today^ atates! 
that no watch was set on Maclean, except 
in Ix>Ddoo. as it would have jpo 
dangerous and w^ould have been lik^ 
to have alerted him. because he lived in 
a quiet rauntry area. Surely our security' 
service is not going lo confess that Itt 
trade craft has fallen to that levd?-> , 

*♦ 4* f* 
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i Of course nobody who ):nows an>1hing divorced from reality, of having too many 
I about Ibis subject imagines that sx»ch.a, receptions and cocktail parties, of beinf 
* watch is kept by the tillage policemao staffed by too many old school ties, Veli 



doffing his uniform and putting on a 
' bowler hat and a (weed suit above his 
i uniform boots and following somebody 
' down a counln’ lane. There arc other 
i ineihods, and the fact that apparently no 
watch any kind was placed oo 
t Maclean during the week end in which' 
^ he escaped is nothing short of shameful. 

’ The right hon. Gentleman the Mem* * 
ber for Lewisham, South (Mr,. H. 
Morrison) agreed to the interrogation on 
that Friday morning of 25tb May. 
Maclean has asked for and obtained leave 
for the following Saturday morning. 

I TTierefore he was not due in the Foreign 
, Office between the Friday evening and 
(he Monday momiag. ^Iiatever may 
have been tne reason why he went when 
i he did, whether it had been arranged 
I Jong before or suddenly we do not yet 
know, but it must have been obvious to 
I our security authorities and those in 
' charge that thU week-end was the danger 
period. Yet, as I said, not a step was 
taken to keep any surveillance on him 
throughout that period. -»»; 

It has been said once or twice to this 
debate that the chief value of a secret 
service is that it should be seaet. Un- 
fortunately that excellent maxim has been 
SO consistently flouted since the war by 
amateur authors cashing in on their ex- 
periences and breaking into print as a 
result of two or three years' lemjtorapr 
service in one of our great Services in ; 
wartime that we can welt afford a slight" 
risk of toss of secrecy once more in a 
|ood cause. The cause T am suggesting 
IS an inquiry into our security service: 

-1 do not feel that whitewashing will 
satisfy the people of this country about 
(bis case. Their faith in our security 
scnice has been sadly shaken, and it must 
be ouf first resolve to try to restore it at 
ali costs. The same thing applies to their 
faith in our Foreign Service. My bon. 
Friend the Memb« lor Famham (Mr, i 
Nicholson) said that the public conffdence 
had been a little shaken for the first time 
by this case. That was a triumph of 
wnderstaiement in view what people are 
thinking. , - • • " . , . • 

pur Foreign Service has always re- 
ceived the criticism from which, to a large 
extent, our security service has been free. 


even its more severe critics in their wildest 
moment have never beftu'e thb case sug*/ 
gcsied that it harboured traitors, and now 
people know that it did and (hey betievfi .' 
that it still may do so.,-. : .• - r t.' : j 

’* The'only'way In which we can be fairly* 
sure of reassuring (he people of thui 
country, both as regards the efficiency of’ 
our security arrangements and about what . 
has happened in inis case, is to appoint a-' 
committee of inquiiy. I would suggest 
that it should be a committee formra of, 
the judicial members of the Prixy Council,' 
sitting in secret and reporting to the Prime,, 
Minister. That would go far to reassure^ 
our people who deserve reassurance,. 
Therefore most earnestly I ask my rights . 
hon. Friend to reconsider the decision ihat- 
it if not necessary to bold any sudi'- 
inquiiy,.. V,.. 

8.5 p.m. ' ■ 

Lieut-Coloael Marcus Upton (Brix*- 
ton): I find myself in cordial agreement, 
with the hon. and gallant Gentleman the; . 
Member for Nottingham. Central fl-ieat«* 
Colonel Cordeaux). I hope that there w'tll . 
be a judicial inquiry along the lines he. 
advocated and mentioned by my nghtt 
hon. Friend the Member for F.cwisham,.j 
South (Mr. H. Morrison) earlier in the'| 
debate,; This debate will be a sham 
exercise unless it is followed by such 'io 
inquiiy. >.h c ticjn- 

' , * . j * ^ T 

We want an inquiry Into the reerdn^' 
men! and staffing of the Foreign Offioe.-' 
We also want an inquiry into the efficierKyJ 
of our Security Service. Those should- 
be two separate and distinct inquiries.' It^ 
may be found necessan to have a differ-' 
ent form of inquiry in each case since 
exactly (he same security considerations* - 
do not apply to 111 inveslication into the* . 

staffing and recruitment of the Foreign’^ ' 
Office as would obviously and necessarily^ . 
apply to an examination of our Secret, 
Service. Unless there is an inquiry peoj^' 
will remain profoundly dissatisfied withi . 
the official pronouncement made on tbej 
subject by the right bon. Gentleman the./ 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs. 

I will not go as far back as did the* 
hon. and gallant Member for Nottinghata, 
Central ■ 1 will only go back to 1951,, 
In the light of whaj the Secretary of. 
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It has been accu^ of being loo for Foreign Affairs said l^ay,^!^ . 
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LtPTON.]; - prevam. Ai'i martcr’of 'fad. I wai'io' 

nave come to t« conclusion thal if oabbergasied and breatbless at that reptf * 
Burgess ana Maaean had not left the that I was unable to ask another QucsUm 

country all that would have happened * >* « 

would have been that Burgess wot" 
nave been asked to resign on pain «.. 
dismissal and would probably have re- 


signed in that way. Maclean might still 
Mve been carryiM on Jo some capacity 
in the Foreign Olfice because, up to the 
time of his disappearance, there was still 
BO evidence against him to justify pro' 
ceedings under the Official Secrets Act, ,' ( 



hon. Gentleman wIm is now the Minister: 
of Supply what was going* on, and he said 
that investigations were continuing, but; 
no duaited account of their nature could' 
be given without prejudicing the chartce 
of their success.' I was then told. In 
-■ ’ ... . . Mother blinding revelation of the ob-r 

-WTien these two men disappeared, the. vious, that if 1 presumed that these two* 
■St statement on the mbieet w«c mad..- men' were behind Jhe Iron Curtain t 

should probably be iighL It will be noted' 
that even then ^the right hon. Gcntlemaa^ 
was not committing himself to anyihini^'t 

Anyhow, f waited another year/ Orft 
31st January. 1955, 1 asked the Secretary , 
of State for Fweign Affiairs what wail 
f oing on. ■ The right hon. Gentleman who 
IS now the Minister of State replied that* 
he bad no statement to make at that 
moment — this it the illuminating sentence ' 
-Hhe reason being that he would not wish: 
to make^a statement bas'ed on inadc<]uate' 
information and insufficient researches- 
seeing that the investigation was still 


first statement on the subject was made 
ort Ilth June, 1951, in this House, I 
suggested on that occarion thal it looked 
If perhaps their immediate dismissal 
might be justified.' I w’as told that ft 
would be premature to come to a con- 
clusion abwi It one way or (he other. 
The House seemed to accept that, and 
as the 1^'bite Paper reveals, one year 
afterwards these two men were suspended 
—almost a week after they had dts- 
appeared. It twk a week for somebody 
to make up his mind that (hey ought 
to be suspended. After they had been 
suspended they were still kept on the 
Foreign Office list because a decision to 
terminate their appointments was not 
taken until 1st June. 1952, with effect as 
from 1st June, 1951, 


w- 

k 

I 

W' 

a 

t*':' 


That struck me at the time as very 
odd and I asked a Question about the 
delay of one year and when it was finally 
decided to dispense definitely and per- 
manently with the services of these men. 
This is the reply I received from the 
right hoiL Gentleman who is now Minis- 
ter of State at the Foreign Ofilcet:' 

\ “It Is because the Kardi of (hero was coo- 
^uinL Indeed, the temh H *tiD contimriDC. 
But, bsvinf been tbsenf without leave for a 
year, my n^l bctt. Friend Hat considered duf' 
■ ditciplma^ meanire their appointmeoti 
ancMJid be tmmnBted «tnd that they thould be 
^smiited the Servicer^OmciAL Rcpoai. 
2 ihS 3 u}y.J 952 ; VoL 503, -t 417 ^ | V 

in July, 1952, a year afterwards, some- 
body had taken the terrible decision that 
the time bad come when the appoint- 
ments of' these two men should be 
terminated. 


being pursued. : -’ir,- ;;,1^ -f;, ;rri; 

c i ;V' ■ * ^ ^ -*• vr 

So ai the beginning of this year ino. 

- flatcmcnl could be made, research was ^ 

J.-^T ^ - tiill going on* the information was inadcv 


n 

f 


quate, and (b^e was “nothing more tO^ 
•ay at the momenL* The Foreign Sccre-.^ 
taiy was asked about h on 27Ui Aorfl;; 
“ Nothing to add^. , One of the Joint : 
Under-Secretaries was asked about it oa 
20th June; t* Nothing to.add.'^.j.^ 

’ Then we got a White Paper~ which vir- ■ 
tualiy had nothing to add to what cvciy* 
body already knew, and we have today.* 
bad ao elotjuent speech, full of inlcrestingt 
political philosophy, - by the Foreign-' 
Secretary which adds nothing at all to,' 
what anyone who has been following this, 
matter with his own unaided, resources' 
has been able to discover. i..,.- 

• ' ‘ " - ' ' '.rr* V-^ 'V 

In those circumstances, it is not at all 
surprising (hat the l\ltite Paper has met a ' 
unanimity of obloquy rare to hJsloty 

,1 d -Li s- r 1 ^ ^ Govern-^ 

I ' White Papers have been* 

-I merely mention that because it is- issued, -whatever that date might have' 
Syroptomauc of the attitude, atmosphere been. ■ It has been condemned -every-' 
« ipint whi^ apparently prevailed in where. I will not weary (be House 

She Foreign Office at the time, and still ly detailbg the journals from which tbesa*^ 
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-*'■ T " 

^L/i$cppfaramct IStl ^ , 

lo the principle IbaU t$ far as possIHe. 
ihe people of this country should be told* 
the truth and the whole truth? .^u jViiA 

One of the diihcuitics about the inalta' 
over the past few years has been the;' 
rduclance lo tell the people the truth.! 

That is responsible for all the omissions' 
from the Vbiic Paper* the evasions in" 
answers lo Questions in this House and 
in another place, and the stupid situations 
in which successive Governments have*" 

found themselves involved as a result of 

follow ing the Foreign OfOce traditioo^ ^ ^ Z 
that the world will come to an end if ; 
ordinary people are told a lUile too muen.". ., 

I will not go through the While Paper^ * ' 

in detail. That would be a waste dt tim ^^ ' 
at the present stage. I merely want to. 
draw auention to two or three points, and' ^ 
I will do so very briefly. On the Fridijr 
before Maclean had his^^Saturday fhorniog' - 
off, just at the time when even thing was^ . ^ 
approaching a climax, and after It had 
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comments on the White Paper have been 
extracted: • * " ^ ^ 'rr- { 

, diiinsenuout reticence'. . hucieti of 

„ .L rtf i M r f Ia.M 

VI Iiiiwijiiaiiv,, » , • 

cover-up 10 proleci men guilty of iupplying 
iuccevsive with incomplete tnforma* 

tiofi . -I ^ admission of f&iture ... an Insult 
to nny rcavonabte man*t intellifenoc. ; . f* ' 

Those are quotations from comments 
Riadf by papers representing almost e\ery 
Aade ^litical opinion and thought in 
this country. I auolc them because ih^ 
tear out what 1 Dclievc every speaker in 
the debate has tried to adopt as the tone 
of bis spcecb^he non-party political 

■l^pi va^u wv JIB * w i^wji iiy iii^ uf 

make towards the vei)- serious problem 
which has been exposed by the events in 
the Burgess and Maclean case. Very 
many Governments are involved, perhaps 
cver^ince the time when Maclean entered 
the horeign Service, it is idle and un- 

r ofilable now to apportion blame, and 
am glad we have not wasted our time 

trying to do to. ' decide that there should be qaeai'' 

There is one quotation which I thould lions-incidentally. it was not even knowo’“* 

frAtriMl anrt nimo in i - .m ..l. 

o ^ — r-- tiiai xvidci^n wiuii mo 

ment of the Foreign Office. It u from Monday, as has been pointed ouf by; 
Gullivers Travels : previous speakers— the senior security^ ; 

officer, who knew that Macfcan was under- ' ' 
observation, saw him go off in a laxi-cabT 
but had no instructions lo slop 
Vrliat sort of security arrangement 
that? ** ^ * '* i--. 

Wc now Icaro from the Whiic Pa^j ^ 
that the Foreign Office was aware for two/ 
years and three months before Ihe dis-7 
appearance of Ihe two oicn that secr^ 


** Providence never inTended lo mike the 
minagement of public affiin a myilery to be 
comprehended by a few person v of vublime 

^ ^ 

I should like that quotation bung in every 
Governmeni D^artmenl, but particularly 
in Ihe Foreign Office, because there, over 
the years, has been created a kind of order 
which I can only describe by saying that 
U>c}' have tended to regard themselves as 
• new Samurai of twentieth century Eng- 
land. It is an attitude dt mind whi^ 
has been stressed by previous speakers. 
U1iat is wrong w ith the Foreign Office is 
aoi only the inefficienev of tts Security 
Services— that is one of the issues — but 
the attitude of mind and spirit of the 
place, which makes it an extremely awlc- 
ward problem for any Government to deal 
with satisfactorily. - ... 

Jhe point that i want very x^iously^ 
lo make is that there is a reluctance, from . 
which many Governments have suffered — ; 
the present Government suffer from it-^‘ 
to tell the people the truth and the whole 
p^th. The people will know how to. 
judge all right if' they are told what the 
truth is. Never was there a more inletU* 
tent or fair-minded public than is now lo 
be found ip this country. What have w^e 
to be afraid of? ^Tiy not on every pos- . 

AlSiil ittA j 1 .A . 

ww-wjivrsj ^svv giiw vvciwua glib w/uvi<4 

at D If 




I 


information had leaked out. Then sus«^ - 
picions narrowed down to two or Ihre^^ 
people, and somewhere about that period. * " 
so careful were those concerned not to} ^ 
give Maclean any warning that be wai*^ . 
under observation (hat it was decided Kft . 
deny him access to secret papers which ■ " 

would normally have gone to him in the - — 
course of his duties. Of course, anyone^ " 
as intelligent and as competent 

AAWlfiA/f l/v km kv - --'w - 

iTiPviwaij uaxj w^n v*iiiuw\j qv w vj 

Roger Makins and others who had ha'd* 
him under observatioun.^ would havis^ 
easily smelted a rat. to put it qo higher/v,.Uaffisi«*- 
as soon as secet documents were being 
withdrawn from his observ’atioiL ;?*;^ 

Even when Maclean has disappear^- - . 
and investigators rushed to his home 
Tatsfield, they did not trouble lo examine. ' 

Ihe mass of papers which he had left be*: . 

hind. It may well be that Maclean bad:. 

A AL*I kl .V A . ek.se W.Isk, _ 

aujuimg uiBk luigiii 
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' (Utyr-'OoiJONEi- Lii«toh.J 
or i^hich mi^bt have acaied suspicion. 
Aficr Burgess was recalled lo London and 
« as on -the way out. as has been made 
cFcar by prccecdUig speakers, be made a 
. telephone call to the United Slates and 
talked to some unknown person. Thai is 
known because be left a friend of his to 
paylhe billoffL^^ , 

Here wu a man in that very abort 
l>c«|od (iiKe his return to this counliy with 
a view to having some disciplinary acijoo 
taken against him maiin| a long (el^, 
phone call to the United Stales to some* 
body or oiber and apparently nob^y was 
concerr^^ about wnat he was doing or 
what his intentions were* ^ ' ., ' , 

I will say for the British Security Ser- 
vices— and I agree with a great deal of 
what was said by the hon. and gallant 
Member for Perth and East Perthshire 
(Colonel Gommc-Duncan) — that within a 
few' days of the disappearance the British 
Security Services bad all the facts of the 

■ 

I do not want to take up the time of 
House* but Jet me now come to the 
situation that existed in the middle of 
April. 1951* when, according lo the White 
Paper, the field cf suspicion had been 
narrowed lo two or throe persons. The 
Government cannot even make up their 
minds whether it was two or three. Why 
is there this *"or**7 Either the field had 
been narrowed down to three perlons, or 
it bad not Let us have a liuie more 
precision. Let us at last depart bom the 
verbal g>'mnastic$ in w hkrb. whoever it is 
who draws up these documents, is so pro- 
ficient. Had the field of suspicion been 
narrawed by mid-ApriJ to three persons? 
That Is a simple Question which I hope 
can be answered, \Wiy play around with 
“two or three**? ‘ 

1 said that but for the fact that Burgest 
•nd Maclean disappeared, the Security 
Services might ftill have not bad aiiy firm 
evidence against them. The reason fw 
that IS very simple and is tacitly admitted 
by the White Paper. It is (hat eveo byt 
April, 1951. and possibly since, there was 

. no kfally admittiblr evidenor tp support 
a proveemion under the Official Secrets Acu." 

That is from paragraph 10. 

Are we to allow the security the 
countiy to bang in the balance until 
legally admissible evidence to support « 
prosecution under the Official Secrets Acts 
If available? It is quite obvious that the 
II D as , . 

t, V.-. . V- ' ■ ' . - 

■ ... . ■ -4? 




Foreign Office Security Service and the 
Foreign Secretary himself could have had 
powers and sufficient information oa 
which to act which would have enabled' 
the Foreign Secretaiy, without any proio^ 
cuiion under the Official Secrets Acts, to 
take steps, to ensure that . die securi^ of 
the countiy was not endangered in future, 
t ^ prosecutions under- 

the Official Secrets Acts, then goodness 
knows in what difficulties and imbroglios' 
we shall find ourselves..' j , -• 

Mr. Jobs PeyfoD (Yeovil) :'Is the bosi^ 
and gallant Member suggesting that these 
two men should have been trrcsied, with- 
out a charge being levelfsd against them 
under the Official Secrets Acu7“' i" '*', 

Ucat-^lonel Llpfon i .No.'^’AD 1 m 

suggesting b that these two men, foe 
reasons quite apart from the Official 
Secrets Acts* proved ihemselvcf unfitted 
to be in the Foreign Office. UTiy, there- 
fore* do we have to w'ail for the acciimti-, 
htion of sufficient evidence under the 
Official Secrets AcU to get rid of some 
drunks* homosexuals* or people tempcfi- 
mentally unfitted tty reason of their 
^aracters (o occup}' any posit too is any 
Government Department?^ , 

That is the point I am dying to make 
and surely it is not a point which is diffi-' 
cult to comprehend even by the most’ 
ignorant members of the general popu- 
lation who roust not be told too much 
by the Foreign Office about what is goini 
on. It fa said that the field bad been 
narrowed down to two or three persons. 
Lef us assume that what the Ubite Paper 
means is that the suspicions had been* 
narrowed down to three persons.- We 
■till do not know whether one of tV 
three was Burgess. W'e have not yet been' 
told diat - • • ‘ 

- - ' ' I ' V - ' 'M'#- • r^' 

The Joint Under'Secrctary of Stale for-- 
Forttgn Afiairs (.Mr, R. H. Totlon): The> 
boo. and gallant Member for Brixton 
(Lieut-Colonel Liptoo) should remunber 
what was said by my right bon. Friend 
the Secretaiy of State for Foreign Affair*." 
He said that no suspicion rested upon. 
Burgess at the time of his disappearance. 
Clearly, the bon. and gallant Member did 
not listen to my right hon. Friend’s speech.^ 

■ LlenC-Colonel Liploo t I did hear him* 
say that, but I hope that the Under- 
ScCTctaiy will also recall that 1 referred 
lo that point earlier when I suggested that' 
bad be not disappeared, Burgess would 
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itiU be id (he counter itu! probably re* 
employed is some other Covernmetu 
Depariment. All (hat would have hap* 
pened would have been that he would 
have been ashed to restgo. ,* 

We are now left with two people » hose 
idenlity is not yet disclosed. Three people 
came under suspicion, one was Maclean, 
and the other two did not include BurgMs/ 
>^1iy is there such great reluctance by the 
Foreign Oflice to say what has happened 
(0 those two peojrfe? ii 

. hir, Ceorge Tbomat (Cardiff. West): 
Does my hon. and gallant Friend think 
that it is the job of a Government Depart* 
mem to smear people on suspicion? . ~ 

, 4 r ^ r 

LIcu(.-Colonet Liploo ; I will come to 
that point in a moment' There is a very 
simple, answer to it and hon. Members 
will have an answer to that eritidsm. ' 1 
am not asking the Foreign OfTice to 
mention any names, but why is it that 
they will not disclose and have not yet 
disclosed how many people have been 
asked to resign, have {>een dismissed, or 
transferred to other positions as a result 
of. or following, the inquiries arising from 
the MacIean'Burgess disappearance, .... 

h!r. Turton : My right hon. Friend the 
Foreign Secretary gave the exact number 
b his speech. Perhaps, again, the hon, 
and gairant Member for Brixton was not 
present when the speech was made, i. 

Lteu(.-Colonel Lipton; 1 listened as 
carefully as I could to the speech of the 
Foreign Secretary, and 1 aTOlogtse if I 
did not catch that figure. However, the 
right hon. Gentleman has added one little 
crumb of information to the inadequate 
Information provided in the Wliite Paper. 
IhTicn the speech of the Foreign ^retaty 
is carefully analysed, as it can only be 
carefully analysed when wc see it in iwint 
tomonow',_the genera) public will see how 
veiy little he added to what was already 
known to anyone who has been following 
the matter.: -n'rirjA' . ' r ;iv.’ 

* ' I . **■! : I I' ■ T ; 

1 now come to the remarks made by 
the Foreign Secretary about Mr. Philby,- 
but before dealing with them I wilt deal 
with the question of smear referred to by 
my hon. Friend the Member for Cardiff, 
West (Mr, O. Thomas). One of the things 
which deliberately encourages the spread* 
bg of what we all deplore and know as 
McCartbyism is the reluctance on the part 
of the Government to disclose informa;. 

It D 21 


tr. 

tion. The withholding of informallooi«:!i':'«** 
creates the very risks which we all want- 
to avoid and which ev«y decent-minded^ - 
person deplores, the risk of suspicion and . - . 

distrust b which McCarthyism flourishes;*^;. , 

If only the Government bad had 
Murage to take the people of this countiy 
into their confidence four years agof f*^'**^' 
There is nothing in the White Paper, 
except the _ disappearance of Mttj 
Maclean, which could not have been dis* . .. 
closed four years ago. As my hon. Friend'* ' 
the Member for Coventry, East (Mr;*-- 
Crossman) pointed out, the Petrov trial ■ .v-* - 
added little or nothing to the known factsi *'! 

Nothing has happened in (he past four " 
years to suggest that it would havelt^ ' 
contrary to (he public interest if this* • 

While Paper had been published four ■ 
years ago. ,. ■ 7 , . • *; ri'*. *- ■.'« ' *••• 

'.5 ... 

Mr. Datnes t Before my bon. and gal* - « . . 

Jant Friend leaves the case of m.'' ' 

philby, I would point out that in the* 

course of a Question, which was greatly,- 

publicised, he made what was tantamount 
to a charge against that gentleman. Tbe 
House h b a privileged position, and I - 
think that ray hon. and gallant Frirnd -- * 
owes h to the House to give the source 
of that informatiott.' . " 

. Ltent-Colonel Ltptoa t 1 was saying 
that (he information given by the Foreign • 
Secreianr in the course of today's debate 
has added little or nothing to what was’''T^‘, 
already known, and that it is the withv V--* - * 
iiolding of information which creates an, 
atmosphere of suspicion and distrust'^ 

Mr. G, Thomas t Give the inforraatiod- 
and we shall all be satisfied. "- 

>* -* I-** * ' * -• Uf 

Lleitt.-Colonet Lipton j B'e had to 
four years before Oie Government madi?’ - 
a sutemenL The hon, Meinbet-::^—^;!^?, * 

Mr. Dalnes t On a point of order. "My. 


P. 
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li 
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hon. and gallant Friend has made what 
amounts to a charge against an individual- - 

who cannot defend himself in this House,' • 

1 repeat that be owes it to (he House 4o.- 
give the source of liis information, «c 
should withdraw the charge,i'ti.5*‘ti.t 

Lleot-Colonel Lipton : The question of — 
what I owe or do not owe to the House ' 

a fhatter not to be decided by my 
Friend (he Member for East Ham, North, i ' 

(Mr. Daines), but by the House as a whole | , 
and by you. Mr. Deputy-Speaker, and the,, 1 VIj'' 
general public outside. . However. \ 
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ftlf. Pertoa t Further lo ihat point of 
order. Would you care. Mr, Deputy, 
a^aicef, to enfighteo (he hon. and gallant 
Cenileniao 00 what he owes to yourself 
and the House? 


IW5 


P 

Offk’idU~~Uuappt»me« 


tsu 


<X^*« t* tun 
Bhjlby tncfcred pte 25 A Msy. 1451, ffiebt «f 


BitrgM and Maclean, bis only puoj^maiit iKfM 
being HredL"" ' .. „ 

In ykw of the fad ihat 

«• -«a. . ^ . Mr, Philbv had ilreadv rpnei\A tut»A 

* Hoptln in print oujsidc «bc Houseri 
orris): That is not i point of order * it « mihe^ nfv-i.rai>. f^r tUM 




MorrU): That is act a point' of order. 
The bon. and gallant Member is himself 
responsible for any staicrocnt he mates in 
the House* - ^ ; 

• , Ji^rr 4 jV 

f Mr. Tomney : Wil! you, Mr. Deputy- 
Speakcr. give the boo. and gallant Mei^ 
bw directions that he should inform the 
House? , -... ^ j,.,,. . 

aSr ■ ' 

j cannot give 
any such directions, Evtiy hon. Member 
IS rt^ponsjule for any stateTneot he makes 


m %MV% %lllllib 

It B quite accurate for the Foreign Sect*, 
taty, if he was suflficicnlly weQ.Tnforincd 
in the matter, to suggest that the name of 
®”P *”»n.bai_Wcn mentioned here abd 
not outside, Thai is jus! not na aocurite 
representation of the position, v.-: sivd, 0 : 

Mr R. Brooman. While (Rutherglen): 
I wish to ask the hon. and galiant Ceotlf. 
man to clear up one point He luu a 
great d»I of information about (his. Has 
Wat name beeq mentioned outside the 
House in this country In any circum* 


in the House, and the hon. and eallant v «ny circum- 

Member it likewise responsible m this f which would fcave the way open 
case..'! .n^.r .;-: , ■ ! [or legal action the man whose na^ 


• Mr. H. G* lifcGhee (Penisione): Voo 
Co DCft know him. Mr Dcpuly-Spcakcr. . 


oaf bzen smeared? ^ _ 

*'*P‘®*' : I am dealing 


Lle^^^Ionel Ltpfon : I am very glad, 
Mr, DcDulv'«SDff;ilef. *bjit •JAia 

helped to dispel ihrquccr'iliusmns w’hich 
exist in the mmds of tome hon. Members 
as to what you can and cannot direct. ,, 

I made as careful a note as I possibly 

could nf iL'Har IK^ KrAw<k:«_ « :iT. *K 

_ _ „ ^ wjuijjij ocvrciary gaio 

in his speech. He said. ** There are stiU 
inquiries being made. The name of one 

B «rrki 7 ^-*r quoting as accurately at 
jssible— has been mentioned , in the 
ouse of Commons, but not 
hope that I am not quoting the right hoiC 
^nlleman inaccurately. My fir« com- 
ment pa that is that in itself the slale- 
ment IS iMccuraie, because the name of 
tnii mambas mentioned outside the 
..Ouse m J^mmona Not only has it 
been mentioned, but it has appeared in 

. k j'-K - e {•Cj .,r,- 

• I ha« tow bad'sent to me a copy 
me Ame^fl newspaper the Sitndav 
Aciijr or 23rd October, that is to say, ili 
^noay before fhc House resumed afler 
the SummCT Recess, from which I 
' Mtract the following quotation from a 
»Mg an^e cnliUcd; “ Identify ‘ Third 
mpym^ omciais nee 
Bntain, The quotation wbkb I wish 
to extract from this article . reads 'as 
- lollcws— and do not forget that this 
amcle was published on 23rd October, 
(hai IS to say, two or three <ta«t Vi*fA« 
the House r^umed: - . .. f.' 

SID at " ■ 7 i'-„ . 


With the rtatemem of the Foreign Sccre- 
i^ty- I did not know what he was going 
to say. All I know k that a little while 
ago the Foreign Seerctaiy'^Td*. in^a”v*« 
ttrcfully prepared part <rf his speech, rt»a f 
(he nanw of one man has been mentioned 
in the House and not outside. I produce 
evidence to indicate that when the 
01 this man was mentioned in the House 
it nac already appeared in print ouUid^^ 

The Feveign Secretary went on to tay 
that be had been prisy to much cS the 
investigation into the leakage. '1 do Hot 
quarrel with that. ’I expea that is u 
accurate statement of (he case, be^us^ 
it was part of his duty, in the posiiida 
he coupled at Wasbinglon. to discharge 
ceriam respocuibilitics in connection twtS 
Security, But what the Foreign Socretaty 
went on to say was that Mr. Philby was 
a fnend of Burgess at Trinity CbUegeu 
Cambridge i that he. had Ounniuoist 
associations during and after his uiiiyer- 
«iy uays. ana that in those circumstances 
he was asked to resign from the Foreies 
Office on 1st July. 1951. ^ . 

I suggM (hat this part of ific Foreign 
Secretary's speech is on a par with the 
ycroai gymnastics that were displayed 
in anotb^ place by a Government spokes- 
^n and is not as frank as it ought to 
he. The only interpretation I can place 

Srtiis ^ ^ quoting cbe 

fight „on. Gentleman correctly— is Ihit 
.because of these Communist assoexatkm 
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with Burgess during their university 
careers, and their Gjmmunist associationi 
after their university days, Philby was 
asked to resign from the Foreign Service 
oa 1st JuFy, 1951. ; . i. 

• Then the Foreign Secretary went on to 
say that, since that date, he has been the 
subject of lb; closest investigation. I have 
no doubt that that is so. I have dealt 
with the point previousFy. namely, that 
if the Foreign OfTtce is to keep on investi- 
gating people untU it has sufficient 
evidence under the Official Secrets Act 
to prosecute. It ma)' well be that all kinds 
of pwpic will be able to get away with 
all kinds of things. .... r: ./ 

- ►' .... i 

, The hlinister of Slate' for Foreign 
Affair* (Mr, Anthony Nutting)* As the 
bon, and gallant Centteman hat based a 
great deal of his case on the statement 
that certain statements appeared in the 
American Press before the House of Cbm* 
moas met on 2Sih October, can he con- 
firm or deny (hat the statements from the 
American Press of 23rd October to which 
he has referred were based on disclosures 
which had already been mad* by the bon. 
and gallant Gentleman himself to netvt- 
papers in this country? I was myself in 
the United Stales on 23rd October, and 
read various Press reports which referred 
to Mr. Philby. and these Press reports 
were based on allegations made by the 
bon. and gallant Gentleman himself io 
this country. ' - *- • • 

it r ■: 'r.* ■ 

LteoL-Cotonel Ltptou : The very simple 
answer to that is this. While it is true 
that the name of an hon. Member is 
mentioned io this particular article, that 
bon. Member is not tnyseli:. aod ] do 
not know~{HoN. Members; “What is 
the date?”] It is 23rd October, 1955 ; 
that is the date of the article. According 
to some articles in unspecified American 
newspapers on unspecified dates, the right 
bon. Gentleman has suggested that I tnen- 
tiooed the name of Mr.l*hUby, If that ii 
to, 1 should be veiy pleased to examine 
these particular wriodicab. , At the 
moment, I personafiy have no knowledge 
whatever of any articles appearing in the 
American Press to that effect, an<£ there* 
fore, I am not able to answer the right 
boa. Gentleman or make any withdrawal 
based upon the statement which he has 
Just made. . . • ^ 

^ What I was in the course of saying was 
-put the Foreign Secret aiy himself hat 






said that since that date— 1st July, 1951’—'* 

Mr. Philby has been subject to (be doseit' 

investigation, and that there was no eti^ 
dence to show that be was responsible - 
for warning Burgess and Maclean, but 
that, while he was in the Government terS 
vice, he carried out his duties competently ^ 
and conscientiously. 1 have given wtf 
far too much, but I am willing lo give 
way once again. j . „ ^ 

Mr. Raymond Gower (Barry): Could 
the hon. and gallant Gentleman say " 
whether be heard the name of Mr. Philby 
at any time before he happened lo read it ' 
io an article in an American paperT^p--' ' 

. LienL-CoIonel Upton ; Yes", the' name 
has been , the subject of comment (be . 
months and months past in this countiy. 

The name has been literally hawked 
about As a matter of fact, tf the hoo. , , 

Gentleman lakes the trouble, he will see - 
that one paper, the " Daily Sketch," pub- 
lished a special inters iew with Mr. Pbtlby; ' 
which appeared, I think, in the issue of . 

3rd October last It must not be sug- 

f ested that the American article to whioi 
have referred, while it may be the first * ■ 

oiemion in print possibly associating Mr; - 
Philby with the third man, is necessarily - - ■ 
the first mention or discussion of hu '' ' 
name in this country.^',, V j-: 

The Foreign Secretary' went on to* say 
ihat he has no reason lo conclude that 
Mr. PWIby had at any time betrayed tbe 
in(ere$B of this country, or identified him* 
self with the so-called third man,, ".if 
indeed there was one." Now we are en- 
tering into the field of imagination, be- 
cause I am uot <}uite sure what the 
Foreign Secretary meant when be talked 
about the so-called third man. " if indeed 
there was one." Everything depends Oii 
what the Foreign Sccrciaiy meant, or 
what he intended to convty, when he read ' 
out the very carefully prepared sectios ' 
of the speech which he gave lo the House - 
earlier today. Is he trying, or does be 
wish, to suggest that of the three people 
to whom the field of suspicion had be«m 
narrowed down by mid- April, 1951, Me, 

Philby was not one? If so, will he please ■ ' 

My *0? A statement about that would * 
help to clarify the position 

I am ve«y sorry that after considering 
os carefully as 1 possibly could the note 
that I made of what the Foreign Secret 
tre said, 1 cannot depart from the termi 
of the supplementary Ouestion that I pot - 
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. CLieUT.-COLONEL LIPTON.1 -•» ?r"* r, /T 
to the Prime Minister on 25lh Ocloba 
Inst. TTial it a quite serious statement to 
maVe, but I make It because I am abs^ 
lutclj’ convinced that I am teniog the 
public interest b> forcing the CovernmeaC 


Otficfdls~-DJtopfeorwtei 


1591' 

' In the course of cartying out 1 
believe to be my public dii^ at a Mes> 
ber of Parfiament I say quhe ddiberatd* 
^T-and 1 think that when the vabal niopi^ 
ties of the Foreign Secreiaiy‘'s sutemeof 
are examined in the OFftaal. REmr loi 


. «« E^rininco in me v/rriciAL KEroar Its* 

and in particular the Foreign SoctcUiy, morrow h will be found that I am jusUfled 

to DfOVlde much more information Ihan >t.ai T _.tH 1 . •.t.j*-. „ 


to provide much more information than 
has been provided hitherto. .... , 

It may be that I have sbrhe other ia. 
formation which, at it involves what was 
said by Secret Service agents. I cannot 

S JOte in this House. Ubat I suggest to 
e Government is that the case for some 
inquiry, first, into the tlaffing arrange 
menu of the Foreign OlTice, ana.seconcfly. 
into our security services, has been made 
ouL_ It will be found, if both these in- 
quiries arc embarked upon, that many 
people will be induced to give informa- 
tion* especially to a private joquin' which 
we hope will be made by a High Court 
judge inm the Secret Service, Perhaps 
people Will be lYtort willing to give jnfor* 
rnaiion than they have been up to now. . 

Mr. Nuffing : May I ask the bon. and 
ealiant Gentleman to be good enough to 
forward to my right hon. Friend the 
Foreign Secretary (he evidence upon which 
he is basing his charges against Mr. Phfl- 
by? I quite understand the reluctance of 
the bon. and gallant Gentleman to bring 
that evidence before the House of Com- 
mons. but perhaps lie would be go^ 
enough to forward h to my right * 
Friend. - 


*^hat I will not make any withdrawal at 
all at present. The whole tendency of tbo 
debate has been to stress the importance' 
of this two-poflged inquiry, first, into 

and recruitme nt of the &reiM 
O ffice arid , secondly, into our secunff 
tUTanceiflfcHUr"';. ‘ 

. -r ” I I'.-'.’ ■’t'f: fa vri'-iiVE*. Tf 

; The whole of the debate will have beea 
a complete waste d time unless it is fol- 
”1^*? **>' Of both of the inquiries 
winch quite a number of hon. Members 
on both aides of the House are ' vetif 
anxious to see instituted at the earTieif 
possible moment. -s 

*. L . .. rr-vfr'.’t'i in’’ 

Mfa DaCocs; In spile <rf the inlervcii- 
lion of the Minister of Stale, I think that 
wy hon. and gallant Friend ow^es the 
House an answer. The only evidence he 
has brought against Mr. FfaDby is a 
quotation in the American Press which 
emanated, apparently* from m BritiA 
Member of Parliament He is a lawyer* 
and krsOws what that is oot evldenoc» and 
I Ihink he should withdraw what be tai^ 




-^1^- c; 

-I 




hoiL 

I’-t _ V.. 


8.50 p.ni. '** 

Mr. R. Brooman'\thf(e v— b' 

The hon. and gallant Gentlenian 

Member for Brixton (Lieut.-Colood 
lipton) bss been somewhat di/Tuse, and 
a little difficult to follow.- 1 shall tura 
my anention to one phrase only, in which 
he brushed aside the whole speech— which 
was wel^med on both sides— of my right 
boo. Friend the Foreign Secretaiy at 
•Inieresting political philosophy.** My 
right hon. Friend's mam theme was that 
in the conditions of the post-war world 
we are again facing a securi^' problem' 
which bat not had to be faced since the 
wars of religion. We are dealing with 
the ' extremely - difficult ' 'and delicate 
balance which has to be struck betweea 
the needs of national security a.nd (be 
rights of individual Iiber^.‘- i-' v. ■-...•i.' * 

outside m (he performance of my duty, action is juslificd on suspicioii,' Aha 
‘ ^ listening to the hon. and gallant Mcmba. 

Mr. Phaby has na asked for H to be one is at least quite clear where he stands 

repeated outside. Let us leave it at that on that He i in favour of acting on 

for the time being. /< suspicion, of smearing on suspicion. 4)9 

u w%.u * 


. Meot-Coionel LIploa ; No, I am pre-. 
pared to forward that information to a 
judicial member of the Privy Counefl— n 
High Court judge — who, as has been sug- 
gested from this tide of the House, should 
carry out an investigation into the opera- 
tions of the Secret Service and who should 
report to the Prime Minister in a private 
report. Surely that is not an unreason- 
able offer to make. .*■ ‘ 

i- >WJi » 4^, ff. *>) r.ftV 

An I want to say. and I must rapidly 
draw to a conclusion. IHom. MEMaeasr 
** HMf, hear.*! Before I draw to a con- 
clusion. I want to say that I 


Saryaya wvaw f . raMLv.u ' ! ' w rm t rrfM 
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^lirecttnft public suspidoa on to an iii> 
dividual against whom ncnhing at at) has 
been pro%^. We must leave it to his 
ew'fl conscience to straighten out what 
(hat may cost in personal sufTering to 
the wife, childr«t and friends of the 
person involved. j t..;;, - 

Other and serious issues have been 
raised. The hon. and lattant Member, iii 
his conclusion, stressed that, apart from 
the general question of balance between 
liberty and security, there were the prob- 
kffls of whether or not there should be 

Bu investigatrOn iHiO Inc cuiCief)^' of inc 

lecurity sen ices; and whether or not 
there should be further invcsltgation into 
personnel and staffing* promot ton and 
Security arrangements within the Foreign 
Service. The hon. and gallani CexUleman 
the Member for Bruton is in favour of 
both such mauiries. I differ from him* 
I do noi see that any case has been, made 
put for cither.^; / r.r:^ j 







isU’ 

disciplinaty kspect lo'ihe* 


jA 

■aa# 


There has been mihTlr 
that public aeitation is admittedly a'seri' 
ous factor. The aftermath of the Press 


r NOVEMBER 195* off.«ao-i ynapptaranet 

raises the 

Foreign Service. Finally, there is the 
question of whether or not the Govern^' 
mcnl ought not to have said more, and 
Mid it earlier in their stateinentt. 

■ \ win try quite briefly (b deal witi 

each of these four headings. The first 
ls.‘ what is the ground for demanding 
If.i present stage that there should be ail* 
investigation into the sccuriQr seaicet? 
Public interest has^ been aroused, but M ' 
its try to see this in proportion. Surely; -• 
what the public has seen is only cat 
corner of the batllencid on which (here ig 
unceasing conflict between the rival '' 
intelligence services of the great PowecL 
They have seen one corner of one actioiC' 
and even in th^ we were not doing so, 
badly. We have been told that a 
thousand to one chance was just coming' 
off. Out of 6,000 suspects, the securi^ 
services were about to tahe action against 
one man to whom it had been narrowed 

dmvn. • ^ ' ^ wj ^ ■ 


r . fy 


Reviewing the field as a whole, U ihk 
public interest in this sufficient ground 
wmments. abiy stimulatcdv or followedt for demanding an inouify into the security 
uy the hon. and gallant Member, has services? ^ \ 

given rise to a public uneasiness and-^1 ibovCfni' • 

whether we are doing well or , badly? ; 
Indeed, how well we may be doing' ' 
nobody outside the smallest possible - 
group ought to know. One sees froa 


agree — a public demand for some kind of 
action. But is action justified just be* 
cause (here has been a good Press story? 
Has any stronger case been made out? 
Let ^ very careful about the ground 
on whidi we arc lo act* i. . # ^ 

We know that public anxiety arising 


:?2' 


f Il4f tvi4 n4r 

wu»» Hiaijy J^J 

people, members of Communist Govern;' 
ments and the like, who have fallen froid' 


I 


A . j ,u' , menti ana tnc nice, who have fallen from' f 

out of the Algar Hiss affair wide--' popular favour have been, or are said to I 


spread uneasiness and was followed Iqr 
disastrous repercussions in the United 
States. It is very ea^ to say that h can* 
not happen here. In a very minor way 
, this is our Algar Hiss affair, and the 
\ remarks of the non. and gallant Member 
havt^ihown how near lo the wind it k 
possible even for the House of Commons 
*® tluTA': i 

*•- "Let us'be quite sure before" wc embaHc 
on investigations. There are four quite ' 
separate issues, and they have been coo*. 
fasioD in the public mind and in the hoin. * 
and gallant Gentleman's statement 
Firstly, Ibere is the question <rf Burgess 
Ud Maclean being Soviet agenls-.~ought 
it to have been found out earlier?- Thw, 
that th^ had certain Communist cooiacts 
IB the university-should more direct 
security action have been taken on those 
grouiMk? .'Thirdly, there is the case that 
they were personally undesirable— that 


have been, in touch with the allied or- 1. 
Western intelligence services. Even if' ! 

I per cent of that it true, we are doinje' I - -- 

an righL . - 'v'n *'»'i ‘I ' 

If there had been no recent public out? i 
cry or clamour about npionage ra$es.T i 
should be a nreat deal more worrit. ' H* ’“* 
nothing liad Seen heard <rf ^viei agent^' 

I should have thought that there might 
more cause for alarm. All this outeijf 
has arisen because in one case there was 
a near tntgs. •- We have been told that' the' » 
trap was just about to dose on these 
people. If it had closed, it would have ' ' ' 
been a great successior us. because under r 
interrogation (hey might have divulged » - „ 
great deal of valuable information aboot* 
the Russian security services. In fact. It - * ' 
just missed and they got away. Is (hat - - — 
sufficient ground for demanding a search*^ 
ing inquiry into the security services? -i j' 
do not think that it is. c-ui-w 
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JS9S V.-'W/ Foreign Offict. 

S -fR. Broomas-Whiti-I . . 

'e all know roughly uhat happens 
when there is a Government tnquiiy. The 
Department under investigation starts 


KJ w. ■ ■ ■■■■ '■■• 

■;^1 NOVEMBER I'W OffSdals-Diuppii/iiii,' YsU 

under-cover wort. 'Tltcir' national 1 ict<^ 
Of the past were all men who, in t^njn*i 
phrase, had “To know hurtger. woA 
iljceaiiy, and be anonymous,**' AH fhrir 

f nirtt'iniv Sw » mm- 


. , 'll”’" *■ Sia «Aituu> WklvcflJw 

ojcnt Dcparimeois. A great numb« <rf 
pcojtle start sprnding their time preparing 
to give evidence and to answer questions. 


And in order to do that they have lo ttoo But they have a weakness. Perk 
getting on with the dav to dav tab which quite frequenlty, they indulge in 

fl.... ,1. IJ I.. J^r ' ' — anil hTn/wI.t.M:-_ ~ 


getting __ 

they should be doing. 

: I entirely agree with everjlhing that 
pas been said on both tides of the House 
•i to the need to give adequate facilities 
And the best possible nersonne! to the 
security services I do ikm thinrthat 
because tbey have failed to make an 
vrest in this case there are adequate 
grounds for an Inquiry, which can do no 
^her than impede their day-to-day wo^ 
This is not justified unless there is, over 
the whole field, a feeling that the>' are 
falling down on tteir job. That feeling 
cannot be found in this House or in the 
popular Prett, 

. Mr. Dalnes : On that fjoint, did the hon. 
Gentleman read a very interesting article 
in the ** Observer " a week or two ago by 
A man who was a Russian espionage 
agent, according to the article, against 
Germany until 1947. He poinied oiii that 
the Withdrawal <rf these men lo Russia 
was quite contrary to the usual Russian 


. . •*«* wora. inar 

imciiigence services probably have oiudli 
more money and resources than oar 

people- ; ^,v 

But they have a weakness. Petiodicaliy; 


i 

i 

f 

if- 

»• 

f 


ourgfii 

h 

f 


iftd blooHcMcttmg,^ which mufi ti just 
fts debilitating as medteval medi- 
cjne To knock off ihe beads ot the Soviet 
Chief of Secret Police and bis variotii 
assistants may be good for promotion, 
oui H cannot lead to the cfBcisnl func- 
tioninj of the Depatlment. Unless a vety 
s^onj case it made. | am not in favour 
of messing around in a dmilar though 
milder w^ay^ln that Departnftent of ow 
own against whom ihcre b no aolid 
ground for suspecting that on balance it 
u not doing fair)/ we«. My right hon. 
Friend (he Foreign Secrctaty paid the 
Security Services an eloquent tribute™ 

and nnfk- ft#* ««%/! ttlA mmS CA.af _ 

few others arc in a positron to see the 
lure as a whole and to measure the 
successes it has been achieving. 

me ^ pass to the second * poihL 


A til 


uiTu^^jduiMic iiays, inese 


men had Communist associates. There b 
no crime in that. Indeed, the only thing 
that has been proved against Mr. Philby 


praetke, and he therefore suggesi^d thal L ,h;( L 

M because rf fear interrogation I I t_ claying with hun 

•fid break down and erf informaiion being 




.a fi '."i-r-'.' 




. ^iven that th^ took that action. If that 
« so, aurely it is a vciy important reason 
for an inquiry to be held? .. . 

- Mr. Brootnaa-M'htfe : 1 do not agree 
Oiat that foiiowt. I said that we scored 
a near miss. It bean out my point that 
had we had these people in time it would 
have been a great success. Let us see 
this thing in proportion. . ' . 

, I «m 0 O( conoerned lo protect the 
•ecurity services against the inquiry. I 
am only concerned to see that we do not 
lose more u trv'ing to create efficiency 
' than we_ gain, Soviet services with 
whom the western semces are io com- 
petition, have great advantages. On the 
repressive side, they have the full 
machinciy of a police state. On the 
offensive side, they have the system of a 
watrOu which icfs we grcaiesi virtue oil 


- - — - — WWMiU III 

snd be baff certain 

aBKUMVu 

He may not have been vety wise in his 
choice of friends, bat what hon. Memba 
^ this House could tay that all his 
f^nds were pwple against whom no 
shadow of suspicion could ever be «st? 
That point bas been adequately dealt 
wiUlt;. / J • —- nli -r:- ,ji -iO uSdi-vt ' 

1 should like to come to the question 
of the staffing <rf the Foreign Office de- 

Pertinents &nif ih^ w/fiaAit iv*« 

I ^ wupwaa aa«9 

been cogently argued from both sides of 
of the House, as to whether at this stage 
there is a case for further investigation 
and r^orm <rf the Foreign O0Sc3c admbi- 
atrative machine. I think it was the hoa. 
Member for Hammersmith, North (1*, 
Tomney) who said that there was pufdie 
uneasiness because there was a ^liqg 
that the personal judgment of the senior 
incmb«s of the Foreign Office bad been 

. - .m... ' ' ** tr 
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]^lr. C R. ffobfoa (Keifhl^); Hear* 
hear*- .: I:** ^ . 

* ■ * ' * ' _ _i ' * ' * > ■ 1 "■ 

Mr. Broomaii'^fliitc t Thai it 'an iin* 
poriam point It is cfbviously triK that 
the judgmcni uas at fault. 

hfr. Hobson t The record of Bur|cst 
was weU known before ever he went into 

the Foreign Othce. That is the gravamen 

* \ « 


P%t rMftn^ Krs.v^ 
w> WA1«. 


me 


VI IflV UVnpiT WVAl* VM 

this side and on the non. Member's own 
side of the House. We Want to know 
what people were doing ever to start the 

man. , \x’-\ i-. - .../lx ^r: »c< vf.' 

> . 

hir. BroomaH'Vr'hlte : The point I was 
making is that after the war there was • 
great change in the whole nstem with 
the reforms insiitutcd by Mr, Ernest Bevia 
— the great change in the whole structure 

u uic j”uicx£u 1II& i7iii]gjijjg in 

of a consular service, and the rest of k. 
The numbers were vastly increased, lo 
(hose circumstances, it tt quite obvious 
that the senior personnel must have lost 
some of the contact which had previously 
existed between members of the Foreign 
Service and that they had lost the iolimate 

touch with and the intimate knowledge 
of their subordinate stafT. It may well 
be that the Foreign OlTtce was slow in re- 
organising itself, in instituting the S)'Stcm 
of confidential reports and similar things 
which have now been instituted ; but 
again one must say that the reasons which 
have been given today seem convincingly 
to carry the point that the oecessaty 
reforms have now been made. In present 
circumstances, the dilficulties artsing from 
(hat major reorganisation have been oveX' 
come. To my mind, no evidence has been 

y*/\rifrAru 

— •I' 

Ding short «pd {.must abbreviate 
remarks. 


n ruav la 


II 0 29 


(Mr. H, Morrisofi) that there Should be 
a judida} inquuy into the Security ScT* - 
vicesa ai^d he prc^uced at his main argtf^ 
fnent for that (hat the Maclean incjd^ 
mas a ** near missr that the Security Scr* 
vice had narromed domD to Maclean mo 
inquiry in which there had been €£O0 
suspects, and that Maclean jusi escaped ' 
the irajp at the last moment I suggest 
lhat it is for (hat very reason fhal Ibere 
ought to ^ a juJiciaf inquiry. 

' It rhust be remembered that (he atti' . 
<udc of our allies throughout the worldL 
and particularly the United ftalci 
America. Ic the eschante et atomic ;r 
secrets is conditioned by their fear of sir ; 
confidence in our security arrangements ' 
and our ability to ensure (hat (heir secreU^ 
imparted to us as friendly and co^perm*- 
(ite allies, will not go to a farei|n Pow 
because of either the laxity or ibe ineffi- . . 
ciency of our Security Scniccs. There* 
fore, the proposal lo have , a judicial 
Inijuiry U one which. I hope, the Prime - 
Minii^ter will not lightly turn aside to- 
night. 1 hope that he will undertake to 
give it some considcratioiL / 

' What we want ts security'' wltbt^ 
McCanhyism* I very much regret (hai - 
one of my hon. Friends mentioned in ihc 


.tiwivfWUW VMf^ 


my 


f.: vuf riMur.vw pi^Ajnirrt# 

; TTtc whole tenor of the debate has been 
to stress the extremely difficult problems 
in St riling tiie right balance between 
security and individual liberty. I am sure 
that tbc feeling of the country and of Ibe 
House is behind (he Government in ensur* 
tng that we do not depart from our Uadi-' 
tional attention to the rights of the 
individual and the maintenance - <k 
personal UberQr. i: v.h r \n: TJist i 

9.5 pjm. 

Mr. Alfred Robens (Blylh); TTic hoiL 
Gentleman tbc Member for Rutbergten 
(Mr* Brooman^White) has resisted the 
proposal pul forward by my right hon. 
Friend (he Member for Lewisham. Soath 


il 


than Maclean and Burgess, because (hM 
ts exactly what happened in the United 
States. ^ It was because tbc United Statd 
Administration refused tbemselves (o"in* 
quilb into a number rumours and 
allegations about tbelr security that 
McCarthyjsm arose, and if iheTrumaa 
Administration had oot brushed aside the 
allegations which were being made and 
had examined their own security arrange- 
ments, iben McCanbyisin could .never 
have been bora McCarthy aiepped into 
the vacuum created by the refusal of the 
United Stales Administraiioo to look into 
their own arrangements. We ought lo 
learn from the lessons of the United Slates . ^ 
and (be case of Algar Hist. 1 ixium 

I agree with (he Foreign Sccretaiy thA 
the standard of our Foreign Service is ^ 
high, and that the Foreign ^rvicc is ooc 
of wbicb we can be very proud, it ii ~ ' 
all the more to be regretted that we have ^ 
tbc ca^ of Burgess and Maclean* , The 
case has often been referred to as the 
mystery of the missing d^lomats, but-it 
has not been a mystery lor many yeast 
now, and reading (he Uiiite Paper u rather 
like reading (be back files of one d[ our 
daily newspapers. The story has not beet 
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Added to today, except that the ForeiRo 
Secrettrv th«m •• •• .?> 


i«oe 


^retary termed tbem “traitors." aid 
that n has become clear Ibat they are 
D(}nnd the Iron Cunain, and, presumably, 
working for t foreran Government. 


Offici(St — t^itttpptSfSSel 

smpean to be asVing who ptii them (here. 
The fight hon. Gentleman b mahiRt • 
mistake io turning this into a poliuctd 
part); issue, Maclean went into the 
Forc) 


orogD Office in IM5. This b not > 
fl«s‘‘on of when these people were' 
The Foreign Secretar)' said he accepted *”p£«d. This is a question of the estab* 

the doctrine of Ministerial responsibility, ilinmcnt of the Foreign Office, because 
and none of tis would want to depart Prime Minister does not make thetf 


from that doctrine, but (he doctrine U 
Ministeria) responsibility, to be accepted 
to the full, presupposes that it » the duty 
of Minister** advisers — and that it should 
have been the duty of Ministers* advisers 
in the past — to keep Ministers informed 
Of what it is important they should know. 
It is strange that the Security Services 
can have lavestigaicd 6,000 suspects and 


appoinlmcnb.;.,^ 

The Foreign Secretary dotf not make 
alt these appointments. The appointi 
ments arc recommended to Ministers On 
basis of the ads ice of their advisenL' 
jne Minister does not go through the list 
and say, "We will now promote lade 
Jones as head of the Department.” lb 
takes advice. I repeat that there is a fedt 


Irf South, who outside that there is this *cover uo" 

... ,1... ,k. omS “njT", ?tl 

fnw tf a nidricr which OUjht to be 


was then the Foreign S^rttary, knew atty- 
ihing about this was on the vwy day 
Maclean and Burgess left this countiy. 

. ’1 say there is something wrong about 
a security system that works within a 
Vacuum and works w'ithout some coo* 
sideratioj] of the responsibilities of iu 
political chief. About 6,000 suspects Were 
wing dealt with over a long pcriocL 
Therefore, h seems (o me Ibat the i^re* 
lary of Slate should have been informed 
f very long time before that that this 
investigation w^as going oo* , ,t 

1 ^gTcc entirety with my hoiL Friend 
the Member for Coventry, East (Mr. 
Oossman) when be says that Burgess and 
Maclean as such are not important any 
longer, ^Ttat is important is the lessons 
lo be learned from IhenL Two things 
emerge. One it the qucscton of estab^ 
^shroent within the Foreign Office. It 
docs not matter what ihc Foreign Secfe- 
fa^ may have said earlier today, cr 
Indeed what the Prime Minister will say 
later, the fact is that the public and many 
p»ple u the House are quite sure Ihm 
withm the Foreign Office there is a close 
circle of “cover up*" for ooe^s friends. 

MuStittittiindicajed dissent.-— ~ ■ 

Mr. Robeni t The right bon. Gentleman 
snakes his head, but if that is not the case 
how can it be that a couple of drunks, % 
«uple of homosexuals well-known in the 
City, ^uld for so long occupy important 
posts in the Foreign Office? There is no 
commercial organisation anywhere ibat 
Would not have fired them years ago. 
ilnterruption.^ _ Tbe Prime Minister 

tl D A 


investigated, , . 

^ y- 5' 1 iHrtrj ‘W'jsl 

Mr. Nutting tndicalcd dhsetU, ■>'■'1' 

Mr. Robens ! The right hori. Ceni^ 
man goes on shaking his head. Ul i» 
nave a look at Kfadean and at one 
incident in Cairo,.. 

What happened? What docs the While 
Paper say happened? It • 

t.r-***. »ervlnc it'Hfi 

Majesty « Ernba»y, Cairo, Madean wai tuHlr 
or serious misconduct and suffered a form o( 
breakdown which was attributed lo overwoik 
and excessive dnittins." . , . 

Hffiat are the facts about one «se7 t 
will not deal with all of (hem — about g 
fight that he had with an Egyptian guard* 
about the breaking of ao Embasqr col- 
league s leg on a boating trip, • 

Maclean and a friend, both ' in' * 
dranken state, went into (he flat of a gul 
who was the librarian <rf the United States 
Embassy in Cairo. She was absent They 
forced their way in and then b^aa to 
itoink all that was available. Having done 
that, they pushed a lot of the giri’i 
dolhmg down the lavatory, they smashed 
Ihc table and thej- knocked into the bath 
a heay slab of marble fixed as a shelf 
over the radiator. It broke the bath. 
They returned to a fiat in thi same build- 
ing belonging to a colleague. Macleaa 
was with a man friend, and he had homo- 
^xuaj tendencies when in drink.^, VV ^ 

^ As the Minister of State shook his head[ 

I am now giving the facts. As f was 
•aying, th^y returned to the fiat belonging 

€v*Vi lil < 
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to h colleague in the same building. They 
collapsed on a bed and fell asleep. It i^ras 
here in the evening (hat subsequently his 
^ife found Maclean and. Vkilh help from 
a S!Ster> batf-draeced a completely sodden 
husband downstairs to a car and took him 
borne. / 

Is the fighi hon. Gentleman telling me 
(hat cvcr>b:Kjy in the Embassy did not 
knw about that incident? Is he suggest- 
ing that this White Paper reveals onerhalf 
oT that shocking story? It was not itie 
on)) incident, but what happened to him? 
This poor* overstrained, overworked 
gentleman came back ro this country, was 
giieo tix months* leave of absence, and 
then uas giicn the job in (he Foreign 
Office*, V ir'“r I**" ^ * 

The Prime 'Minister Who Was to 
blame?-- " ^ ^ \ , 

Mf, Robeng ; I am not aliocatinc bfaroe 
to individuals. I am saying thaf uiihin 
the Foreign Office iberc is a close circle 
of covering up. I repeat to the Prime 
Minister and to the Foreign Secrciaiy' that 
h does not matter how many times ciiber 
stands at that Box and says that it b not 
so. 1 do not believe that the public will 
accept that this is not the fact. .. 

Disgraceful behaviour of the kind in 

jCCU* ||\J| Vlfiy Ml 

Cairo but in W'ashinglon and in this 
which was wcfl known within the Forei^o' 
Oifice, ought to have been dealt with 
>ears ago and he should have been 
sacked. So 1 say that there is a need for 
two inquiries:— , : . , , ; . .. j : 

Mr. C. Panned : Before my right hon. 
Friend leaves that point, will he ask 
somebody representing the Foreign Office 

....1.....^. VI usai iii^^iuc^m were 

ever brought to the notice of the then Sec-^ 
rcraty of State for Foreign Affairs? U he 
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1 «)’. therefore, that there thoutd *1»e 
two inquiries. There should be ot»e into 
recruitment for the Foreign Office, There 
should be an iovestigauon of what fi«’ 
happened since the changes decid^ upm 
m 1943. whether they have broadened thd 
basis of recroiiment, whether a close cirde 
exists or not and in what way coveriac 
up takes place. That kind of inqutiy 
could be made easily hy a norober «f 
methods which the Prime Minister ca& 
envisage ,for himself— either by Privy 
Councillors, by a Select Committee or by 
some other method. If we want to wipo 
out of the public mind the idea that tbtfo 
fa any covering up inside the Foreiga 
Office then we must have in inquiry In 
whtch these facts can be brought ouL % 

The second inquiry should be’ln ra- 
tion to security and this could not be 
MrricJ out by t Select Committee of thfa 
House, we suggest that it should be dona 
by way of a judicial inquiry, the judges 
reixirting to the political oead of security.' - 
who is the Prime Minister. If (be ri ght 
hon. Gentleman refuses such an inquui^* 
the report of which obviously would bw 
private, other than to himself and his im? 
mediate advisers, (hen we shall fall into 
the same error as the United States Ad- 
ministration fclj into, and we shall malcSt 
things unhappy for maov Beonl. r» 
several years, ' i- - ^ '•'7* 

Of Burgess, what* b' it that the s^uriaT 
people were able to say? Nothing at 
Indeed, but for the fact Uut he left thb' 
ccamtry, Burgess might easDy be workiaa' 
at the B.B.C. today. He would have beea . 
fired from the Foreign Office b^use lie 
was due to be fired. Here again, we had ^ 
the same type of indmdaal, ' AD tbeie' ' 
things were well 

• ' I repeat that the Prime Minister ahouML' * 
be prepared to have some sort of inquiry^ 


ii 






was not acquainied with those facts it fa necessarily on the lines we indicate,! | 

wrong to ask (he Minister to “carry the although what we have advocated seeoir ■ ^ * 

can" ID the last resort. Mioisieria) re- to us to be the best way to do iL -'WbI — — ' . t ' 

sponsibility depends upon knowledge contend ihat only a searching inquiry can " * ^ 

«ing brought to the political head, and reveal why both men were not oismissed !* ’ 

I say (bat it was. not brought.tm td 1— Service as completely unreliable and, ^ • 

unfitted to represent ihdr couniiy at bonus • 

®r abroad, ^ i ' i 


Mr, Robens; That fa the point I have- 

h^^.n mnVtrifp lliaf tf 

- M WJfW WWWf SSS^ VK 

ministerial rcsjwnsibility is accepted, and 
1 accept it, it is the respon&iblhty of the 
Dcpanmenlal advisers to keep the 
Minister fuJly informed. I was asking 
whether these fads were known to the 
individuals concerned, because I am 
suggesting that they were not - 
ti o 2 » 


-frif . ?■ I 




Iv 


’ Another interesting thing is' that wbile' 
these .men were protected and cxctisea* 
were made for ihcir drunkenness and per^ . . . 
versions, ordina^ working men who wd- ' 
Communist affiliations were kicked out of' i >r F ■ 

their jobs almost at a momtot*s notice.^ 1 w ^ 

Docs this mean that there is one law^ f * 
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. (Mr. Robens.} ' ,..< ...r. ,. 

for a Communisi ftmpalhiier from Ber- 
niondscy and anolhcr for a Conijounist 
^mpathiser from Cambridge Unfvmity? 

ThcS£^ arfr mariArt ihat fMttki* 

~ -- viPMa aivruujt ua ttlia 

trouble ihe genera] public, and we believe 
wal only inquiries on the lines that wc 
have indicated wiU do anyihing tt all to 
allay public disquiet about chcfn. I hope 
that the Prime Minister will not turn them 
Ughtly aside, but will recognise (hat be 
has a duty to the House and the country, 
and will be prepared to accept the (ug- 
gestioRs about inquiries made by the 
Opposkioo. - i- ■ >- * 1 -■ • * - 

* .■‘i’ I >^a *-■■'*.* if •.. j j - ■ 

9.22 p.m/ '. ' " : . '■ - 

TTie Prime Jifiofster (Sir Aatbosy 
Ede»)t I can at least assure the right bon. 

Member for BJylh (Mr. Robens) that 1 

ftVftTI flJvSvtlir «_ 


» 'f ■' ..V »'■ ’ 

OffldaU’^Dfutfip^raw ' J^I4 
.?.. imjwflant that we 'idioitM ^ 


I 

have that c(car\y‘in our mliid*.”*! dTiIrt ^ 
think that anything the right hoo. Gende^ ’■'! 
man uid was meant in any way to dear - a 
, w». „ »uutcimng inai gOCt OOI f 

wyond the confines d our discussion, a ad £ 
I think that for the reputation of oiir *f 
ScrvtM, which is nill very high in the I 
World, wre ought 10 make that absolutely *’* 
plain. If mistakes were made, they went .£ 
not that kind of mistake ; they wwe not * 
mistakes even rcniotcly tinged, witb X 

Before I come lo the fubjecc of the 
debate, 1 want for a momenr in 
whai was said by the rijght boiirMcmbar, 
for Lewisham. South at the beginning of- 
hi$ speech. From our side of the House 
I should like to say a word a^ui Will 


awaa *,,J**J g * .«VIU1U IIXC W MJ M WOTO ai>OU| W|H 

Shall n<« lightly turn aside any suggestioits wTulcIcy. because although he was Chief 

whKh have been made to this debate* ^Ttip of the Opposition and earlier Cbirf 

w^ich, 1 must frankk say, is the one out '^'hip of the Government, t am sure that 

^ my thirty ycars^ experience of the would be true lo say that he had couof. 
House of Commons in which J take pan friends oo this side of the House and 
with the greatest personal regret. «ot a single enemy. It b men like htia 

who do (he x«k/1 ««■ 

^ 

Cnamocr quietly who do so much to make 


h SO happens that ncariy all my public 
life has Iain io work with the Foreign 


me nas lain jo work with the Forcian so muen to make 

Office. For ten years I was Foreign far hamentary institulioni possible: 

Secretary, which is a long time by any both 


standard. It was in 1926? iusf after ^ 
Locarno Treaties, that I first work^ 
there. 1 have known individually, ns 
many right hon. Gentlemen have known, 
many of the leading members erf the 
Foreign Service, The fighi hon. Mem- 
ber for Bishop Auckland (Mr, Dalton) 
was One m my predecessors as Undcf- 
Secretaiy. , . 


sides of the House io that spirit, « great. 
FarJiamentarian though be was silent,;,^. 

Now I return lo (he questions I ha%t 
been asked and to the debate. The right 
hon. ^mber for Lewisham. South said 
something about the duties of the Foreign' 
Secretary and how heavy they w«e. - I. 
do not St all deny that' How could If 
But they are heavy in a way aomewbat- 
different from other Departments of State. 


1 must start by saying that this has from other Departments of State, 

own a very sad day for the Foreign Ser- The Foreign Office is essentially a polity-: 
vice, and a vcq- sad day for our country, n’a^ng Department and therefore tfie 

too. bccatlCF th^ rivniifafl/vrt ^ Forclen SArrMAfvV dulm ar* • wtwialH W 


too, because the rc'putation of (He 
Foreign Service is part of our national 
reputation. Personally, I think we could 
have done no other than offer and bold 
(his debate in view of all that has 
IiAppcned* v^: . . '■ 

I do Dot want to stress the personaf 


Foreign Secretary’s duties are a ilrain, l»*‘ 
cause at any hour of the dav and mo« 
hours (rf the night be may be asked lo 
make some decision which affects polkY. 
That does not hapji^n in the same way n 
other great administrative Departmetdi 

do not think that the right IkmC 


* , ^ s* fstv |/vtWyPUAg ' * w -iiiiifX iiial U|C ngni vCML' 

tice of It loo much, but I should like lo Gentleman meant to give the impressioi 
tav now much T if AlA 1 tSla„ 4a. a.^.il.,4 I 

^ f 


tty bow much I agree w'iih one observa- — if be did, I should like to cort^ if 
Uon which fell from the right hon. Mem- that on that account Foreign Secretaries 
\ South (Mr. IL do not give pretty close attention to (be 

Momson), that whatever mistakes there personnel of thetr office, both at home 
might or might not have been in this bust- .and abroad. They do, and all imporum 
Kss. one thing which is quite certain is appointments both at home and abroad 
that nobody at the Foreign Office at any 
lime, no senior official or other of^ia]. 


w-ie« lo \puVci up any lorni of disioyajty ,, 
> to the- State# i 

It D Si 


certainly in my experience, were hrou^ 
to me. "^at brings me to say a word 
oo the subject of the Foreign Service ai 
it is now and the reforms of whiA the 




i --r • -s.* ^ ^ 
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bon. Member tor Cmeotry, Bw (Mr"' 

Grossman) *poke.' • ■ • 

Perhaw ibe purposa or 'tfie'contexVof' 

those refops are not yet entirely under- 
happened was that before 
19J9 there tsas a Foreign Office in 
London and a Diplomatic Senice, entirely 
separtic. In that year th^ were brought’ 
tog ether. Before they were brought to* 
ftlber. it an be fairly said that they had' 
a certain fairly close alGiiatioo with the- 
res: the Ovil Scrs'ice. iTicy were as 

pn of the Gsil &rvice before the two 
joined together. Then in 1943 we added 
to those ^'0 organisatioM^hc Foreign 
Office at It then was and the Diplomatic 
Service— two numerically very ■ larae 
wganisations. the jConsular and Comtn«v 
oal and Diplomatic. We made the whole 
into one single *crvioc,;ij,i/ '.-i.lTi erli' 

One or two bon. Members in the de»^ 
bate have suggested that that was not a*' 

very good pJan and that we should bo' 
back Ca 


,rl -is-- " ■ * 

f/— 


OSMtHs- 



absolufely _ 

like to tell the House why. The first 
reason is that members of this aroal- 
j^roa^ Foreign Service , undertook 
therrty to ^pt service either at home 
is something which can- 
not be asked of anybodv who is in the 
Civil Scrtice today. In fact, at the 
moment in the Forrign Office there are 
three abroad to one at home. The iarrfr 
proportion is still overseas. So any ouet- 
ton of merging them with the Ovil 
Service more closely must be ruled ouL 

, s matter of fact, there are very con- 
fc temporaty exchanges-and that.' 
K all to the g<^~-exchanges w ith the 
o Relations Office, with the 


^ppe»c!tc$ l^f 

n« go abroad, a Diptomatlc'^ Serito'.-^- 
which operated emirely abroad, a Cba-^ . 
sular ferv'ice again abroad and a Com.’* = 
mcmaJ Service yet something else* That ' " 
see-iica mierJy wrong in the» moderrf^*^*:: ' 
Umet and that the ming to do was to ■ 
bring ail four Services togertS Sd 
make n possible for members of all row.- 
10 lo^e from om Co ihc other ^ccordioK* * ■ 
to w«cre they wire best fitted to ga, rn ^ - ^ 

*** that conce^V^ '* 

H stiU the right 0(w. and that it is righr tr 
for lomMne in the Consular Service, if he* * 
shon's (he particular quality, to beconS* 4 ' 
an ambassador, as tome have in' receiS* 
years, or for someone in Grade A of 
Fwei|B &rviee, who did a good coo.^ - 
sular job in tome post, |ffobabfy learnba*- " ' " 
a grMt deal more of the aspect of com.** 
merciai mailers than he would otherwdsOf 
oc dole lo do* ^ ' 

j Tberrfore. my Wong "'advia^to Tfief ' 
House on all that is not to touch thesi;i . . 

1 see how it is going, 

. not want now anythiog. - ■ 

in the nature of a formal review ^ bow/ 

toese <*anges— some of which bave only, 

been m force for a very few years— ai^r 
in facL working out, Bui that does orti 
m^eiu us from taking any action wei 
h ** timt to make adjustments? 








w they seem necessaiy as these reforoifc 

I say frankly that f deeply rew^ And- 
5 that the whole House does'-tfUr' 
w. Bevin is not now here to lake parf* 
in this debate wnighL -I am revealmi' 
nothing which is not known to mao^ V'-i • 
people _ when I say that we had many 
discussions on this question of refomi-^. ' 
when Mr. Bevin succeeded me at thm 


I 


uuice, wiib tbc wr. ecvia succeeded me at fhm '- *•**- 7 

Bwd cf ^ade and with the Ministry of Foreign Office f believe that they muatt - • • t : 

— a^„ur. Those are all bcloful and. be aiven a full trial u/i,m #!,>» i>» - 


be given a full trial. When that hu been* 
dme. and, if t^ House is not eatisfiedf^^ 


La^ur. Those are all helpful and. over 

Md above that today individuals do 

^etitnes transfiir from the Foreign' ffieSf working, then by aB means. 

4s. other - Departments, "iw vice *« »» have a review, but I do not want: 

joing on tver iinct ' * — “ * 

™.^«orsis were insiitutcd. I am franUy 
a MievCT in those reforms — natural^—’ 
wd I think (bat they are having 

**»« of (he Foreign 

- - ■» l-Wfc 

when f asked the Cabinet to approve' 
inose reforms, my main^concern ften was 


— ..... », WW UU| n« 41 », 

to have tost review now after such .*t 
Swtt speu ot expeximeoL*? >'c’. 7,- , 

'l will now deal with toaJ ^ ^ 5--’ 
questions which have been asked about’:^,;,-**,,... 
Maclean, and to which the right- bon.- - 
Member for Biyth added. My Eon. antff 
gallant Friend the Member for Perth aad-^ - 
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(Thc Prime MisrsTES.] . ,,, „ . 

Cairo, in May. 1950, that is to say. until 
be bad beco IS months ia Cairo.; 

_ Sev eral poo pie have said tonight that 
fhe behaviour sn Cairo was to bad. There 
bad been ihc drinking boutf, which the 
fi|hi bon. Member for Blyfh descrit^ 
with a wealth of detaiL 1 , of course, did 
ppt know about them at the time. I was 

#l/lt m ifl# 1 v«A 

w» m^f »jpw i«tPiw>BW w aipcanv IIV WIIJ^ 

E laint ; there is no reason why I should, 
evera! right hon. and hon. Members 
have asVed why after all that he wiu 
not dismissed Sernce, That is to 
arguable propcsifion, and I have no doubt 
that it was weighed vciy carefully to thc 
Foreign Office at (he tune. ' ; ; 

1 am not going to say what I would, 
have done if 1 had been Foreign Secrer. 
ta^ aod^ bad had to take (his decision, 
i IninV that it would have been an apal)> 
ingly difficult decision to take. Thc House 
must remember, in all fairness, that up to. 
that time (here was no hint or the re- 
molest suspicion of treason, or of anything 

r^mrilt*tv r^t.^mKrm« tf Mr/\rM ni’lafR# 

•’■"’-'"•v ■■rh.iviviv, YV isav 

the House is asking us (o say u. w'as it 
WTong that this man who had a brilliant 
record should be given a second chance? 

It is a subject on which I should hate to 
be dogmatic in thc abstract now^ just 
looking back on what has happened since, 

1 believe that there arc a great many 
employers who would lake on a man a 
second time. I have known in regiments 
stwebody who had a pretty bad g^ and 
who, perhaps, lost a stripe as a fesiiit, 

But he may come back not so tong after 
and prove himself in action with his 
comrades. rA.- V 

1 am not asking the House to judge ibis 

— Rimun. ■ UU tlVk fiavt RV jUU^C n***. 

and all I can uy is that 1 think it i» 
rather harsh to say that there is nothing 
to be said at all in favour of giving any- 
body a second chance. I think that is 
B doctrine that this House should besitate 
aWui before it lays it down. As for 
his leave, ft was not three months, as . 
someone said, it was five months’ leave 
that he had; and after that a medical 
examination. ■ • ' - • 


.,-vs^ 


# 


' - " •- 


1 have been a$ked s number of ques- 
tions about the private contacts of Burgess 
and Maclean. Many of them 1 cannot 
answer, because I do not know the answer, 
Bui this I ^n say.^ It w'a$ as t conse- 
<}ueriCc of this which ltd ui in 1953, fol- 
lowing on the examination which, quite 

UDJiS ‘ 


rightly if I may s^ so* was set la tndw/ 
b>* the pretious doverameiH^ so adopt,* 
these whole series of measures whSeb we 
have lakea. , 

1 was interested to waich the mood of 
the House this afternoon as roy right hoa,' 
Friend, described those measures — the. 
* positive vetting," as it is called. Person* 
ally. I.thinkjt is_ right, and 1 think h if. 
ine^'itabie. But I do not pretend that I 
like it very mudi-— going along to the 
tutor of someone and saying. " wTial did 
you really think of So-and-so when he. 
was in your college at So-and-so? " It il 

v^rv fli 

^ r WWWBV W %WW^ JL^l 

inslrnct But I think we just had to do' 
that much, ^ r 

>If. C Fanrea 

The Prime Minister : I hope the hoiL 
Gentleman will not inlerrupl me. unless 
ft is very important Let me get on a 
IiUle further and I will then give way. 

I am sure that 1 shall be able to finidi 
tonight — not like the other night wh»i 
i could not ; but that was my fault il*: > 

What I was saying was (bat I think 
this the minimum we had to do« and 
also the maximum, in fact, that we wuld 
do^wUhin the existing law. And therefore* 

I bcjjcvc that we have acted rightly in \ 
the spirit of what thc House would wish. 

Now let me answer another question, 
that I W'as asked. Tlicre is no reason to 
suppose. F am told, that there is any 
cpnneciion between the departure ~ of. 
Burgess and thc defection of Ouo John,: 
Thai not mean to say (hat we know^ 
everything atKMJt ihese things, but thal is 
our information. I W'as asked also some- 
thin 9 U^hl/^tl tC i«rX »wit _ ff' 

— g«j»g~^diUU m 

think that we must get tbit clear if we. 
can-— why was not the Fuchs treatmeat 
applied to Maclean? My answer, afters 
elaborate researches, is thal I think U was 
applied to Maclean in exactly the sam; 
way. As I understand it,' what the 
Government at (hat time, thc Foreign 
Office at that lime, were trying to get was 
evidence with which to confront Maclean’ 
as Fuchs was confronted with evidence— 
noi complete evidence^ but enough 
ex'ideoce to have a chance to get him to 
confess more. 

As I understand iu the trouble about 
Maclean was that there was not anything 
like ihc amount of evidence to cnabk^ 
him to be treated on that subject ai 
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Fuchs had been treated. But ft was hoped 
I by using this method, to get enough 
I evidence against Maciean to treat him 
iMcificatl^ M Fuchs was treated, and 
that the intention was exactly the same 
in the Maclean case as in the Fuchs case. 

1 think that it right, and I tbinV that is 
neccssarj', but what the bon. Centfemaii 

WaS' * ■ * « ...... j , ... 

, i -t (. 'fi* 1 fn-t ’"nf./: 

j . Mr. Crossmani Surely, the trouble is 
that Fuchs was not “ tipped otL^ whereas 
in the case of Maclean, if we understand 
aright, the denial of secret papers ta 
Maclean gave him warning? !' 

The Brine Minister i I" wonder. ,i 
know the boa. Gentleman, said that':^ 

^ *f*t tioi familiar with 
all the details of what secret papers were 
stopped and what were allowed to go 

^ough. It could have tipped him oft, «c'cai me mcinoas and sources oo' 
OTt I imagine that it was very inielligently *'hich our Security Service relies 'but* 
done. 1 would rather doubt— though » one thing that I can say OM' 




either in this or any other couotiy. Thal'^- 
dpes not guarantee us against futures 
disasters, but h does give the stronaert ^ 

^ oan give to the House, 
witn all the responsibiJitics thati rest otf 
me, mat we have done all that! we ran 
do within the law.: ^ 

Kow, I want to connect with dut fhe'' 

Security Service and say somethin* about' 

#• hfy right hon. Friend spoke''of 
credilaWe piw of detection by which the s 
verity Service got on the trail of a ap)r.> i i 
unfortunately, I cannot explain in detail ’ r„~ ' 
now &xurity Service followed ' 

Maclean’s activities and eventually 
tfcted them, 1 admit — and one lus iff 
tojf this to the House — that this is som^ ^ 

thing that has been concealed from the' *; = 

House and must continue to be conc^leds^ — — 
lOf good fcasons. i cannot and I shall' ^ 
reveal the methods and sources oa* 


I do not know— whether that was what 
tipped him off. I was rather puzzled 
*'hcn the bon. Gentleman went on to ask 
why the Government at that time did 
not warn the ports and withdraw the 

- • 

. . Mr. Crossman : No, j did not 'say that! 
The Prime Mlnister t Well, somebody 


might help the House about fhif. , 

, .T^ 5 . Foreign Sccfcfaiy mentioned lis^ 
Initial information on which the Security-' ! 
&rvice was working in 1949. I think L .... 
B quite true that the right hon. Gentle* 
man was not informed until the tprinr ■ 
of 1951, the reason for that, as 1 under*. . 
stand It. being that even then— and I hav^ 
to be careful how I express (his— the shrM 
of evidence was pretty thin when thef. ^ 


f, * 


/ 


because if we had alerted the ports all 
round the country— and they are veiy 

numerous— it must have been known to wh.Vh ^ m 

a very large number of people, and would a? *P^.. — 

certainly have got backHn due course to to* ‘ That indicates 

him as they treated the Fuchs case.' 
lam Sony that, though it worked in the 
^hs case, it did not work in (his one,' 

,1 should iike'‘to My one fihaI*^wor^ 
about the question of the present arrani^e' 
mems in respect of the Foreign Office* 1, 
say this deliberately, after having spent, 1 
ran assure the House, veiy much more 
lime on this topic than 1 would have 
Wished over the last year, 1 aio coo^, 
a$ Minister^ that ' i 

rorcign Office ts new following a corr,^, 
tnd careful security procedure, and tha 
*5 standards ' tre of the very high 

V Ch w 


I am Doi prepared to cay* Kn rf ' ' 

Iq this case, as in c^Vty other* csS£^^ 
wumcr^pionygc. it is, of course* essea^ 

Ual not to let the others Vnow what you • 
tnow. As one hon. Gentleman 
said, we wm not Icl them Inow a!!*W ' ’ 

know lest that might guide them to knoi^ 
bw we know it That was the problenf* 
which iVtTt has been throughout ‘this * " , 
case. I cannot say any more about Iha^ » j ^ 
than that this consideration played a - 

tinuing pan throughout aH the years wbra* 
we have been dealing with tim 








»■ • •* » 

' Some hon. Members 61 this Rouse niy' v ' 
have had the experience which I once had' -s^^ass 
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[The Prime Minister.] 
of dcalinf^ in militarj' operations, 'li I 
thinV fli^ riclil Hoc. OcciFesnan bad, n’lUs 
mintni and counter>inintng. You try lo 
do ihe btsi you can so that the other 
felloH shall no', hear or sec v^hat you are 
doing, and he does the same. That is the 
closest parallel to espionage and counter* 
espionage, and in both exercises silence is 
the essence of success. 1 still look for* 
*ard, (hough without much conhdence, to 
a debate in the Soviet Parliament on tbe 
defection of Mr, Petrov. ' ••' ~ -i 

I . . . . > . .. - ■ - 

The truth is (hat there are one or two 
Ministers who are responsible and who 
can judge (he current record of t^ 
Secuno' Service on (he basis of facts and 
figures; but. in the nature of things, we 
cannot disclose kU that Too maiw 
people would like to know, but there u 
one test which can be applied, and 1 
think the House would perhaps like to 
have it applied. It was touched on 
cenilv earlier in the itehaie — what fk«/ 
achieved in the war. 

' Curiously enough this record can be 
quite accurately assessed and measured, 
because, of course, it can be checked 
against tbe German records captured at 
Ihe end of the war. Unfortunately, we 
cannot do that in the other case. It 
may be discussed because it is 
a closed chapter. I can say in general 
terms_ that, as checked against Ger- 
man Intcliigencc, the right hoa. Gcolle* 
man is perfectly correcL The coun1«* 
espionage achievement of our Sccuri^ 
Service during the was was quite out* 
suoding. ^ ^ . 

1 want to give a practical illustratJoii 
of this which may interest the House. 'ITic 
Normaady landing in 1944. in which 
some bon. Members probably took part, 
achieved a complete tactical surprise. We 


Hupptareiiet fCf^ 

and it deserves -credit for it It is « sa* 
markable record. I do not know — I ea><t 

TvtfA jr^ ■* “ * * 




Iciinw tbaf nrs( Jw^ancA ewf ■art, 

■■V, v>«a? vw^aau.9v va tvi* 


S.SSU7! SSVa ^ linr'^llSi Uajp^ i’svr aeuew ** ass W v.rw«Su,(, 

pened at (he time but from the Cermaa - threat was understood. There has 

« f r ... fa « . . . fwAAn a a, ^ tm 


Am i«t#A 

MUk au^v vug icwju v^djuM vonumuim 

spies since the war, but I think OD (^ 
whole that the result will compare oioi 
unfavourably. ' - , ' -. \ 

' . -jtvt tfSTirt 

N'ow I come lo (he question of an io> 

3 uiry into the Security Service. I do not 
link that there is need for such an jn.-> 
wiry, but 1 will make a suggeslton, I 
should like to say why 1 do not think tl is 
really necessary. Following the Ftichl 
case, and in part as a result of the criti- 
cism of our security organisation, an 
official inquiiy was made in 1950-^at 
WM not referred to by my right boo. 
Friend — when the Socialist CoveromeiU 
were in office. It was a secret inquiiy. 

Its report was secret, but I think I can tdl 
the House that (he conclusion of the re- 
port was that the Security Service was 
found to be well equipped, well organised 
and capable of adapting itself to its ad- 
mittedly quite different (askt. At §^v4r&! 
bon. Members have said. 1 have no 
doubt that that it true and that we cad 
have confidence in the Security Service.' 

As flic Foreign Secretary explained 
earlier this afternoon, for many genera- 
tions past, perhaps for centuries past. It 
has happily been unnecessary to question 
the loyally of men and women in the pub- 
lic service. Perhaps— and I admit this to 
the hon. ^Member for Coventry, East:, I 
think perhaps there is something in Qiis— 
that induced a certain tendency to fed 
that it cannot happen here. That. I think,^ 
may well be true. Perhaps we were a little 
laggard to realise the danger for that''"* 
reason, but there is no doubt at all. and 
I realty can assure the House of this, that 
any such comfortable illusion was finally 
shattered by _ the disappcaraiioe of 
Maclean.^' •• — - • 

t - i. 'jIT- r~.t- f’' " " 

Hio (im^ WAS WASl^ oacc (He cxtCut vf 


records which novr make u quite clear* 

* That could never Have happened if our 
Security Service here had not achieved 
tuch outstanding success in purging away 
coemy spies from the home base from 
which it was launched, Hon. Memben . 
know' — bon. Gentlemen have referred to 
h— how' Dvany oeoplc, how' many soldiers^ 
knew ; yei the base was so purified that b 

uvuiiu^ «u W4i Kdiricu oy me 

enemy. ^ 

TTiat is perbajx tfie greatest tribute to 
the Security Service that there has been. 


been a .progressive tightening of securr^ 
measures throughout tbe public service. 
The Foreign Secretary has describe the 
positive vetting, and I do not want to go 
into (hat any further, excd|« to say that 
I think those proposals go as far and ate 
as stringent as this House would be 
willing to approve without encroaching oo 
those principles which hitherto Parlil- 
mcDi has most jealously guarded, and. I 
think, rightly guarded.^; 

^t me conclude with this observatioa. 
This debate has shown that this is not a 
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inarter which concerns only the political 
part) which happens lo be io office. Wc 
are al! af reed about that. We alJ agreed 
to see that every justifiable precaution it 
10 ensure that men 3nd v^oiricn in 






OffkiaU-^i^i^pptaraneg 
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Inc public ^hall not work against judees^ bui for 

oitt j s«id privy counemor* i 


forc» propose— as I have proposed 
non. G * 


tncfc^j 

right "hon. Centteman the^ LcTdcr of the 
Opposition -that we should convene s 
small, informal conference of Priw 
Councillors from both sides of the House. 

^ I say Privy Councillors not. I beg the 
House to believe, because wc think that 
wc arc better than any other people, but 
^au« it is those who actually dealt with 
these maiicri who, i think, can DOW use* 
full discuss them further, I propose that 
^C should cxamiitc together— if the House 
were willinf that wc should do so— the 
accunty procedures which arc now applied 
in the public service ; and also consider 
whether any further precautions can 
properly be taken to reduce the risk 
iieachcry such as that which wre have 
been discussing today. ; t, / 

That Is the offer I make. I do not asir 
for an immediate answer, but I would ask 
the House to ponder h. In certain 
measure, 1 think that it covers all the 
suggertions made this afternoon, but be* 
Bind It there is « larger question, and I 
want to close by putting this to the House. 

Mr. Tomoeyt Docs' the right bon. 
Gentleman mean that all the Privy Conn- 

— wna me rorcign Ultice 
would be on that Committee? „ 

. MinliTerriNjLthat would 

House, ^Vhal 1 suggest is that a number 
<H Fnvy Councillors who have had ex- 
^ence of this— not necessarily Foreign 


are we to go in pursuit of greater security 
11 the cost of the essential liberties ^ dba 
British people? That is why I have aug* 
Privy Councillors— who are not 
judges. This is not, I think, a matter for 
Judges, but for PartiamenL - The onlv 




weJI^hould be appointed, perhaps two 
thrcc^ fts would be ggreftd on both 
^«,<o examine this matter lDge'ther"io 
•6C whether there is anyth in e further we 
ttn da wiihin the !aw-or whether, io 
changes in fbe law 
Which Parharoent must be asked to face. 

/^at is the concluding commcDl that 1 
Wish to make in ihc Iasi few minutes., be- 
I have given a great deal of thought 

gia> i»ccn aiscussmg ims 
irternoon, behind the anxieties, the fcan 
■^o some extent the confusion — there if 

» larger question, and it II thU. How far 

ft Off 


that arc Msmbers of Parliament i * 
li essentially Pariiamenff dcci$icm,-^^4st> 

For instance, it has been suggested 
Burgess and Maclean should not ba^ 
been allowed lo escape. All right Under 
the Jaw as it sunds today they could ooi 
have been prevenled from escaping . 

less a charge could have been pretoeiL - 
bio chares iks^^ J 

- - C’- ... m 

would ihe House like that law altered?. , 
Would Ihc House agree that the law 
should allow any British subject to be — 

detained on suspicion? (Hots. Membew: — 

**. But wc have to face these quea* 

lions. ^VheIl there is no evidence on 
which a man can be charged, would the 
House be willing that people should be — 
held indefinitely by the police while evi- 

tC f,. *u:. 

-w i J,gJ iUl^ 

case, as we now know, detention would 
have been justified : biit ' some hoo. 
Geotlemen think, too easily, that because 
Chat was so it would always be justified! 

It is not so io the least Who could tell 
then, at the time when the right bast ' 
Geiplemaa rightly took his decision to 
take the action he did, whether Macleaa 
was innocent or guilty? No one knew.' 

Ytritfch litettr^ t'h* itrsA* .. 

w'w ««aw vv*ssiwif\.a uaM» 4 sew 

based os the priodple that a inan k id 
be presumed mnocem until he can Jbe 
proved guilty. Arc we going to abandoq^ 
that principle? Perhaps, worst of aQ. Mxt 
we lo make an exception for politicaT 
offences? ' !*; 

In this debate I have said something^to 






«f«ricncc as I defence of the purity' 

think that they' have been criticised* bt^ 

r . n TfiinD vnaf ■ 








Uit last toing fhai i would wish to see iW 
this countjy is the Security Service bavii^ 
the power to do some of the things whi(£ - 
some of .our friends of the Press do not r' ' r ”* 
seem to realise would flow from what tb^.^,-*av* - 
advocate. - •:vf *‘-.r 

If may be true— h probably fr tnie-^ . 1' 

(hat if the Security Mrvice had (hose 

K wers, Burgess and Maclean would oat ' -'t 
where they a« today. I think that k ’ 
true. I think that if the right hon. Gentle- 
man had had^ the power— and Bargeia 
and Maclean it not the cmly caset.we^ 
have bad problems <rf this kind, he and 
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JftS namJnf Orjjjtrtntt, 
[The Pume Mimst£»,J , 


7 NOVEMBER IM5 


J ; certainly I have had (hem many (imet 
*rise~u he had had those powers, they 
wou,- not .be where they are today. But 
what would have been the consequences. 
H be had had these powers, lo British 
treedom and the rights which this House 
always been determined to 
cciifid? j want to make one thin^ quite 
c.ear ^fore I sit down. I would never 
©e miJling to be Prime Minister of g Gov. 
crnmeni which ttsked those powers ci this 
House, - 

_Tlie Parliamentary Secretair to the 
Treasury (Mr. p. c. T. Buchao- 
Hephum) : 1 beg to ask leave to withdraw 
the Motion, ’ _ : 

♦ *a . ■ • ’ ' * ■ ' t'- ■ ■ 

; Motion, by leave, withdrawn. ■ 
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: ORDERS OF THE DAY 

t ‘ ■ . ■ . . , . 

EXPIRIN'G laws ' ? 

*■ CONTINUANCE BIU 

“ Read a Second (ime. , ' ' 

'Committed to a Committee ot the 
whole House . — [Coionel /, H. Harrison^ 

Committee Tomorrow. '*• *• 

' .Uf.. i*. 

*. i J- , , rL*.r ; ftL'r* 

expiring LAWS^"^*- 

CO.VriNUANCE [MONEY] 

“ Committee under Stand- 
ing Order No. S4 {Money Commilieet).— 
IQueen s Recommetidcuion signified^ 

tSfr OuKLES MacAndrew in the Qtair] 

f Eewlved,* i/ .*,1-1.;: i i,j 

t" ol any Act of the 

vjck^ni :>cision tu Continue cenain «Kpiriot 
UwuU » expedient to lufborise the paymem 
oui of moneys provided hy P*fl Bitveni of such 
eipeti«et u may be occasioned by the cod- 
^uancse of the Cotton Manufacturing Industry 
flempofary Provisions) Act, I9J4, ibe fto&d 
Tr*f5c^ Act* I9M, and the Populxtioa 
t^***i*^*^) Act, 1938, until the ihirty-nrif div 
of Di^mber, nineteen hundred truf 
and of the Rent of Furnished Housrt Centred 
fScoUa^) Aa, 1943, the Furnished Hou).ea 
A ^ 19^. and the Licensing 

Act, 1953* iirHil the thiny-fint d»y cn 
ujjicLcen hundred . Mid bhy^ievefL 
being expensei which under any Acf ^re to 
^efraved out of auefa oooeys.HMr. H. 
BrooleH * \ ' - - 

to be reported Tomorrc>wV7^ 

II PM ' 
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"J ’! 





PLAWLVd AND DE^ ELOPMENT 

CQSFERESCE, BEDFORD 0>LEECS 

Motion made, and Question proposed,, 
Thai this House do now adjoucfL^ 
[Coionel J, H, Harrison,} ^ 

9-59 p,m* • ' -if - -V - 
*Mf. Ausfeo Albo (Edmonloa): The 
matter which I wish to raise is, I think; 
a exiraordinaiy gloss on (he dcbalc 
which we have jusi conducied. I hope 
ihar the Parliamentary Secretary', in hit 
reply, w if! deaf with the niaucr to the 
tame liberal terms as those used by hit 
right hen. Friends the Foreign Secretary 
and the Pnme Minister, because the 
matter with which wc arc concerned it 
a very similar one* It might, in fact, be 
taid that this is the Burgess and Madeaa 
wse in reverse* I hope, therefore, that 
Uie Parliamentanr Secreiary will adopt 
the same sort of attitude toward i| is 
was adopted by the Prime Minister in 
his pcroraiion a few moments ago. 

To pul the House in possession of the 
facts, may I say that this arose out of a 
confcrcnoc held on 28ih Scpicmbcr on 
regional planning and development at 
Bedford t^llege. This conference had 
Its origin in a ^ympostum-^TT-^ rif, ,, - 

// being Ten o*clocK the Morion for 
ihe Adiournment of the House lapsed, 
vUhoui Question pia, f 

■ Motion made, and Quastioo proposed, 

*ww ndjoiira.— (Mr, 
E, Wakefield.] t r v > j . 

Mr. Alba: The tymposluio at the 
Imperial Institute io 1953 *« attended 
by about iOO persons with academic and 
prerfessiona! qualifications in the fields of 
arcniiecture. sociology, economics, agii- 
culture, community development and 
town planning. The purpose of the co®: 
ference was to try to set up a centre to 
improve the means of co-operation and 
exchange of information between people 
engaged in the very broad fields of 
regional planning and development 
throughout the world. 

As a result of the symposium thtfe 
*?* * preparatory committee, 

which finally consisted of 16 persons. la 
view of the accusations which have been 
implied by the Government against 

r TSons organising the conference, miy 
say right away that at (he most then 
wwe three roem^ts of that committee 

. - , 
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D0:i''J.l3 DUABT VAC l£A!^ 

GUY FRAf’ClS DE lOIiCrCUHCESS 
ESPicrAGE - R 



batBi July 17, X9$6 


$0 and 1 


RcfeMnce ey letter 6/27/<5' and prertoua correspondence re 

‘’"P" ^dently eubnlttid 

CCunci J Xci's who looked 4- 4 /<kM ^ n*vy 

measures* w* uovemment security 
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SACf Ne\o Yoryt 


(Orig A 1) 


September J< 
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'•^^Fcoporo 


Director, FBX 




l^CNALD SU/^JilldACLh'ANt 
GUY FRAfrciS DS MONGY BUROBSS 
ESPIONAGS - R 


Attached is on .tsjriract from the British 
SuTUlny Dispatch*’ dated \t)Jiich reports that I 

Helin&a tSaclean, wife cf Donald IXacl ean, has paved the i 
tocy for her mother to visit her in the U,S,S,!?, f - 
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DOJJALD DUART MACLEAN^ GUY FRANCIS DE MOMCY BURGESS/"^P-B 

^^miii^il'^' ' — / ■ f - ; — f , r * 



STATES HE AND WIFE WERE SERVED WITH SUBPOENAS 
SEPTEMBER NINETEEN LAST TO APPEAR SEPTEMBER TWENTY SIX NEXT AT TWO 
P»M,. WASHINGTON. D-C. Rrrnpr iimr PTAPV AMT\ CtSO r*AMMTTTPC^ f\Wt TMT*T-riVlAl 

f - m — — • VW| f( I 1 VIT I ^|||\/|^ 


SECURITY /EASTLAND COMMITTEE/* 



OtAIMS ABOUT*^rX WEEKi 


EUROPEAN PRESS WAS FULL OF STORIeS RE TRIP OF MRS* BASSETT FROM 





SIA WHERE SHE VISITED HER SON, SUBJECT BURGESS. ARTICLES 
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PAGE TWO 

^ATED that upon her return to ENGLAND MRS. BASSETT REFUSED TO TELL 
anything about her trip „ .. 

«« BErORE ERSTLANB cOMmIU?? ‘ ^ 

NO ADVICE OS PROMISES GIVEN BJfECUTIVE SESSION. 


ENDglf 
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Office Mem ^ W • UNITED S' 

ro I X* £T* Beii»ortt?7>^X 

; •' ■ • 

PHOM * W, A» BrafU^n 

<s> 

•usjfBcr: DONALD WABT llACLBAN^ 

GUY FRAlfCIS DS U(NiCl^VRQBSS 
BS?I(N^AGE - B 

ft/ attached letter dated e~B8-S6, WFO fumiBhed a Het 
20 names which : u as' submitted to the State Department by 
the Senate Internal Security " ’committee requesting all passpor 
Of^/or visa iiyormat ion contained in their files be furnished to 
e ^ndfuWuaJo, Bufiles reflect that 13 oV 

i/sijd are either relatives or contacts of Burgess 
A/1CU7, both subjects disappeared from Snglcmd in 
i95l» Their whereabouts was not definitely established until 
Febrx^ry, 29S6, when they appeared in Uoscow, Names contained on 
t^ ijst are identified as follows, The first IJ are those ^ich 
have in some way been connected with this case* 

(1) Dona ld Maclean» 

(2) ihj^^^rgese , 
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(4) Belinda l^clean, wife of Donald. She disappeared’ 
Switzerlandf 19 S 3 » ond is now in Noscowm 
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^VERNMENT 


TO t A, S, Belnont>i}^^ 
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K) ! 

FROM X Wm A* Bra^^n 

<S> 

8 UBIBCT: DONALD DU ART IfACLBJ^i^ 

GUY FRANCIS DIE UONQ^mGESS 
ESFIONAGE - B 


xyKTAf^jpt ember 12 g 19$6 
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attached letter dated 6 ^ 28 -S 6 , ffFO furnished a list oj 
20 names which z'w a'e' .-j submitted to the Stcxte Department by ^ 
t?ie Senate Internal Security '** ‘coifwiittee requesting all paaspoT^^^j/ 
and/or visa information contained in their files be furnished 
the '' 'coimittee on such individuals, Bufilea reflect that 13 of 

V r»w w r wv* ■ A w Vf Wf* Gtlk€ ^C 0 V 

or Maclean, As you know, both subjects disappeared from England in 
May, 19$1, Their whereabouts was not definitely established until 
February, 19S^> when they appeared in Moscow, Names contained on 
the list are identified as follows/ The first IJ are those which 
have in some way been connected with this case, 

<SrP 

(1) Donald Maclean, 


I -S'/ 


Guy Burg ess, 


filr^ 'X u r' t f" ^ J f 

(4) Melinda Maclean, wife of Donald, She disappear e<I‘ 
SwitserJand, 19S3» and is now in Moscow, > 


V 





Q Q 

Sraniffan nemo for Belmont 


( 12) f an American, net Burgesa 

on the "Queen Uiry" en route to England in Mxy, 

1$S^* After arriving in England, he met a number 
of Burgees * friends* Claimed that Burgees gave 
no indication of being disloyal or pro^Buaaian, 


picked up aa a hitchhiker by 
Burgess in April, 19Sl, in Virginia and wae with 
him when he ioaa arrested for spe eding , Burgesa 
made homosexual advances toioard^dtBBiBBm and a number 
of st ateeu^nts Jndicat in g sympathies for Sussia, 

has been described 

as a braggart and a liar. 
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Office Ma " 'dum • UNITED ••. GOVERNMENT 


TO 


i>KXE%Septeinber 14, !$$€ 
TtcHlerat 



tA»n, Belmont 

»0K ,r. A. ■ 

s> 

SDBjBCr: DONALD DUART MACLEANS0 jr „ . 

GUY mANCIS DE MQNCY BURGESS ^ 7' 

ESPIONAGE - B ‘Jy 

WFO let 6-28^56 furnished list of 20 names 
which vna submitted to State Department by Senate Interna^M 
Security Committee with request that all passport and vi^^ 
information in State Department files on these ruimea be furnishe 
to the committee^ Thirteen of the names on list are either 
relatives or contacts of Burgess or Mxclean, former British 
diplomats who were identified as Soviet agents, Burgess and 
Maclean disappeared from England in Miy, 1951, and made a 
pufciJc appearance in Moscow in February, 1956, Brief eummarUa 
of information in Bufiles on the 20 names are set forth. in t)ie 
attached memorandum to you dated 9-12-56, / * 
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Office Memorandum • united stages government 
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TO 


FROM i 


SUBJECT: 




DIU’iCTCR, t’3I 
SAC, TrTC 


OATS: G/27/D0 


Da: AID DU/AIT J:ACL3/*N; 

GDY li’A/J’CIS Di: IxrCY 3CntGi23S 
I U’AGiJ - 2t 




• 4^ c^/17/i'G and taylci; ii/Lii/tG CoiiCoirnlhc 

oy tlio Senate CojaTj! ttcc cu Interfax Security for 


reciuost 

passpoi^t data on twenty intlividuals. 
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To , 

J^rots 4 
i/UbJccti 


ffover.2,er 2, jf^^C 

icc oj* iSccurt^ij 
V ai'aia 

c-^rc^a V Znoiotisuitor, 

^Q.'llZ/j /nr*ri’ifr. 

cv/ 1 '/J‘ 'rr . /./ /r 'V 



Letter to 



Of/ioe of JCGuriUj 
Department of State 


NOTES Subjects former BrUtoh diploimts who fled from 

fi’naia/ifi Miy, Jdelinda Naclean fled with her three 

children from Switzerland in September, 1953, Subjects 
publicly appeared in Uobgow February, 1956, ISaclean and 
Burgess have been in communication with relatives in this 
country and England since the latter date. 
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Date ; 
To: 

TJ*T»r^TY1 ♦ 


ITovombcr 19> 1956 
Director, FBI 


T ^ n n ^ 

4 CAA 'J.a , 

' 7 ) 



Subject: DO’JALD DUART M/i CLEAN 

Ginr FaAi:cis de koncy burgess ^ 

ESPIONAGE - R 


Reourlct 10 


.073756. 


> 


V/ 


Thia off lee has roviewod a series of articles written 
by TOM DRIEERG concernlna OUY’ BURGESS which .recently appeared 
in LJ Aurore , rlgJit wing Parir'ifalir.'-* ^ 

UACB. these artlcl An flT*A nnf. VlAlniY 4'T>Av%a>«i 1 I- 4^ 

^ - w V wv VA MAAVJUA. W UC7WL |FW 

the Bureau, since it has been Indicated that they will appear 
in book form. Undoubtedly, thia book will be in the English 
lanrjuago and will probably be transmitted to the Bureau by,^ 
the London office, 
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UNITED ST/^-S GOVERNMENT 


TO 


Cirec^^r, rr?i 

h FKOhi I , Le^al Attache j London 

o 





.<1 Decetijbor 2f<,'l;?5S 


SUBJECT* 
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tc:/.l’} iJi’A. 7 r ?:acLui::^ 

Cl'Y FRA:.CIS r!e JXU’CZ aUrtOuSS 
ESPICIJAOE - R 



Rer.7lct lO-ip-56, and Parlet'irT^-56. 

captionedf^'^rSi/ 
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•nrAHOAK> POMJ MO, M 


Office M-cmSundum • united 



STM'ES GOVERNMENT 


TO 


t X, H, Belmori] 

K- 



datbi ^January 17, 19i 




TOOM * *7, A, Brani^K^ 




I A ^ M A « r 


Kuujixri:: WiiALV lUJAni' ; /»; 

Oinr FHA^•CJi 3 BE UOllCX BURGESS. .. 
ESPIONAGE - H 


A copy of the booH has noio been furnished by the Begat, Zoncf< 
and has been reoieioed. Generally it purports to portray life history ( 
Burgess and his knowlege of and participation in international affairs 
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ijf nintur^d as an 

— ^ — — — __ _. 


ideal 


who since college days has believed in Narxisvi and has strived for bet' 
anglo-Russ ian relations* Burgess says that although he would like to 
return to England sorie day when the hysteria has died doion^ he prefers 
living in a Socialist country. He claims that Uaclean is more 
icussianieed than he, She book clearly shows it 'was written from a 
Russian point of view and is very critical of England, U,S, and to somt 
degree of France, Specifically, the book states: 


(l) Burgess and Uaclean were both communists at college but 

1 resigned their membership in CP and abandoned their political activitii 
not because they disagreed with Uarxism but because they thought they^ 
could put -their ideas into effect better in public service, v 

(3) Burgess did not admit being recruited as a Soviet Agent^. 

0*1 1 . ^ 
If LA • % 

( 3 ) Burgess maintains his flight from England was not planner 
by Uoscow, Claims he met Uaclean shortly after returning to England f 
U,S, as he wanted Uaclean to see a poper he had written on Far Eastern 
policy, Uaclean told Burgess he ioas under surveillance and indicated^> 
he might go to Russia, Subsequently, Burgess decide<^ to go with him,-^ 
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/^eno randum to 2 /r, Btflmont 
Jie: Donald Vuart IJaclean; 

Guy Francis DeUoncy Burgess 
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Burgess claimed that when they crri'^ed Pruf us, they went to the Soviet 
Embassy and applied for visas to Hussia but were kept waiting for^^ 
almost a week, 

(4) Burgess admitted that on one occasion during the late 


1 930 • S 


wnen tie was carrying aecren papera from Prime IHnisner 


1 


Daladier of France to Prime Uinister Chamberlain of England he allowed 
a friend of his to make Photostats of the letters before delivery and 
on another occasion admitted he did not deliver a letter because he/^f) 
did not agree with its contents, - 

(5) He denied advising the Russians or Chinese communists 
that United Rations action in the Korean War would be confined to^\ 
Korea and would not extend to China, 


ArtrnTmr m 
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For your information, 
any action by Bureau, 


Nothing contained in book warranting 
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